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LONDON, JULY 28, 1877. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 
Ir 1g ANTICIPATED that a transfer of fifty actions will 
shortly be made from the list of Vice-Chancellor Malins 
to that of Mr. Justice Fry. 





Tur roLLowine are the present arrangements for the 
vacation business:—From August 9 to August 11 Mr. 
Justice Fry will be the acting vacation judge, but no 
sitting will be held. For the week beginning August 12 
Mr. Justice Lopes will be the acting judge, and will sit 
for the Common Law Divisions on Tuesday and Friday, 
and for the Chancery Division on Thursday. Mr. Justice 
Fry will take the following week ; and the same rota will 
be continued until further order. The sittings for the 
Chancery Division will be held at the Rolls Court, and 
the Chambers of the Master of the Rolls will be open on 
Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday in every 
week, 





AFTER SEVERAL WEEKS’ DELAY, caused by constant oc- 
cupation, the Wreck Commissioner has given judgment 
in the case of T’'he Great Queensland, the hearing of 
which, it will be remembered, lasted for no less than ten 
days. The inquiry is of interest as being the first which 
has been held under the enlarged powers given by 
section 32 of the Merchant Shipping Act of 1876, which 
empowers the Board of Trade to hold an inquiry, not 
only when a ship has been lost or injured on the British 
coasts, or where witnesses to the loss or injury are in 
England, but also “ whenever a British ship has been 
lost, or is supposed to have been lost, and any 
evidence can be obtained in the United Kingdom 
as to the circumstances under which she pro- 
ceeded to sea or was last heard of.” We think it 
cannot be denied that The Great Queensland inquiry has 
justified the Legislature in thus extending the powers of 
the Board of Trade. We have, indeed, heard the 
inquiry described as “ chasing a phantom ”; but it would 
be most unfair to judge of its value from the uncertainty 
of its result. The finding out the cause of a loss is 
really the least important result of such an inquiry ; 
the many points in which the attention of the commis- 
sioner has been drawn to omissions of duty and acts 
of carelessness, and the publicity given to the evidence 
on these matters, will tend to prevent such acts and 
omissionsforthefuture. Warningsare given of the dangers 
to which vessels are exposed from what are avoidable risks, 
and those who have to do with dangerous goods are taught 
that carelessness on their part is not likely to pass unde- 
tected. We may add a word on a point of practice. The 
administrator of one of the persons lost on board the 
ship appeared by counsel on the inquiry, and at its close 
application was made that the administrator’s costs 
might be paid by the parties found to have probably 
caused the loss. This was refused, and, we think, 


rightly; for though such a party might derive much 
material for any future action from the inquiry, it is 
clear that he was under no necessity of appearing, as his 
interest in seeing that the inquiry was fully and prop- 
erly conducted was amply protected by the presence of 
the representatives of the Board of Trade. 





Vice-Cuancettor Maurs has taken advantage of a 
case on Mr. Hinde Palmer’s Act to communicate to the 
world a narrative of his own energetic pariiamentary 
efforts in the same direction. In giving judgment in 
Shirre ff v. Hastings on Thursday, the Vice-Chancellor is 
reported to have said that “ Mr. Palmer had done a 
great public service by getting such a statute passed 
through Parliament. His lordship had himself intro- 
duced a similar Act into the House of Commons, but 
had failed in procuring its passing the House of Lords, 
from the circumstance that he could find no peer who 
would take charge of the measure.” Lest some future 
leveller should found upon the Vice- Chancellor’s recital 
of his wrongs an argument for the total abolition of the 
Upper House, we hasten to add that the conduct of the 
peers was not wholly without extenuation. It appears 
from the journal of the House of Commons that Mr. 
Malins’ Bill was read a first time on the 3rd of April, 
1856, and was appointed to be read a second time on 
the Ist of May. Owing, perhaps, to an absorbing 
chase after a noble lord “ who would take charge of the 
measure,” the second reading was postponed no fewer 
than five times; and on the 13th of June, 1856, the 
Bill was withdrawn, without having been even 
read a second time (see 111 Commons Journals, p. 
261). So far as we can learn from Hansard 
and the general index to parliamentary papers, no 
Bill on the subject was subsequently introduced 
until Mr. Hinde Palmer took up the matter, and suc- 
ceeded in finding some peer who would take charge of 
his measure, when it had arrived at the proper stage to be 
taken charge of. Culpable, therefore, as may have been 
the conduct of the peers in refusing to take charge of Mr. 
Malins’ measure, it was not wholly unprecedented. Ac- 
cording to modern parliamentary practice, it is usual for 
a Bill to be read more than once before it can be handed 
to a noble foster father “to procure its passing the 
House of Lords.” 





In a case or The Nitro-Phosphate Company v. The 
London and St. Katharine Dock Company, before Mr. 
Justice Fry, on the 19th, 20th, amd 21st inst. 
witnesses were examined in court and the evidence was 
taken down by a shorthand writer. After the notes had 
been transcribed, lithographed copies were furnished for 
the use of the judge and the counsel. The learned 
judge took occasion to ovserve that it would be much 
more convenient to have the notes printed. Counsel 
replied that the expense of printing was much greater 
than that of lithographing. Mr. Justice Fry said that he 
was aware of that, but the printed notes were of great 
assistance, whereas the lithographed copies were almost 
useless. This was, perhaps, not of much importance to 
the judge of first instance, who heard the evidence, and 
would probably remember its effect, but it would be very 
material for the convenience of the judges of the Court 
of Appeal, if the case should come before them. 





THERE Is EVERY PROBABILITY that the eastern block of 
the new law courts will be ready for occupation in the 
early part of next year. The plastering in the highest 
story is in many places complete, and in the court 
floor all is ready for the plasterers. This portion of the 
building, as our readers ure aware, is devoted to the 
offices of the courts, the registrars of the Chancery 





Division being placed on the court floor on the northern 
39 








746 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


July 28, 1 








portion of the block extending to Carey-street, and the 
masters of the Common Law Divisions occupying the 
southern part of the same floor and also the portion of the 
front of the building facing to the Strand and extend- 
ing from the tower to the open corridor which admits 
to the great quadrangle. On the floor below the court 
level are the Taxing Masters’ Office, the Report Office, 
the Record and Writ Office, &c. 





THERE WILL BE SEEN during the approaching long 
vacation the unusual spectacle of a judge of the Chan- 
cery Division sitting at the common law judges’ 
chambers. We cannot help hoping that Mr. Justice 
Fry will be able to see his way to introduce into these 
bear-gardens some of the simple arrangements by which 
confusion is, to a considerable extent, prevented in the 
Chancery chambers. For instance, why should not the 
experiment be tried of printing a list of summonses daily 
for the benefit of the practitioners at judges’ chambers ? 





Tue Sotrcrrors’ Ex amrnation Brix received the royal 
assent on Monday last. 








THE PUFFERS ACT. 


Ir is a little difficult to account for the small number of 
decisions on the Act for Amending the Law of Auctions 
of Estates (30 & 31 Vict. c. 48). The Act has been in 
operation for ten years, and some of its provisions are 
by no means free from doubt ; yet, so far as we have been 
able to ascertain, there have been but four reported de- 
cisions upon it, one of which has occurred during the 
present year. 

The provisions as to the meaning of which doubt 
has been chiefly entertained, and to which we shall 
confine our observations, are sections 5 and 6. The 
first of these provides “that the particulars or con- 
ditions of sale by auction of any land shall state whether 
such land will be sold without reserve, or subject to a 
reserved price, or whether a right to bid is reserved.” 
Upon this the first question which arises is whether, as 
the words of the section are in the alternative, both a 
reserved price and a right to bid can be stipulated for. 
In Gilliat v. Gilliat (18 W. R. 203, L. R. 9 Eq. 60) Lord 
Romilly, M.R., remarked that the statute “ says that you 
must state whether there is a reserved price or not, and, 
further, if you state that there is a reserved price, you 
must also state that a right to bid is reserved in order that 
you may employ a person to bid on your behalf.” This 
case has been cited by Mr. Dart (Vendors and Purchasers, 
5th ed. p. 113) as an authority for the proposition that 
both a reserved price and a right of bidding may be re- 
served, and there can, we think, be little doubt that the 
question would be decided in that way. 

The next point is that which was decided in Gilliat v. 
Gilliat, as to the meaning of the term “ reserved price.’’ 
In Mortimer v. Bell (14 W. R. 68, L. R. 1 Ch. 10) Lord 
Cranworth explained the “ reserved bidding” stipulated 
for on sales by the court as follows:—* The practice of 
the Court of Chancery, in modern times at all events, is 
to stipulate expressly for the right not to sell under a 
fixed price, and so, by implication, to employ a person to 
bid up to that price.” In Gilliat v. Gilliat the condi- 
tions of a sale by the court stated that “‘ the sale is subject 
to a reserved bidding, which has been fixed by the judge 
to whose court this cause is attached.” A person was 
employed by the auctioneer to bid up to the reserved 
price. On the application of the purchaser to be relieved 
from his purchase on the ground that the sale had been 
conducted illegally, it was contended that a reserved 
bidding meant a right to bid up to the price reserved ; 
but Lord Romilly, M.R., held that the Act made a dis- 
tinction between a reserved bidding and a reserved right 





a 
to bid, and that, as no right to bid had been reserved, 


the sale must be set aside. 

Another question which has been raised is as to the 
result of omitting to state in the particulars or cop. 
ditions the matters required by section 5 to be stated, 
There is no express provision in the Act for this state of 
things, but the answer to the question does not appear to 
be doubtful. The effect of the provisions of the Act jg 
as follows :—Section 4 assimilates the rulein equi as to 
the employment of a puffer to that at law—that ig to 
say, it establishes the rule that where no stipulation jg 
made reserving the vendor’s right to bid, and eye, 
though the sale is not stated to be without reserve, the 
employment of a single puffer will invalidate the sale, 
Then section 5 provides that “if it is stated that such 
land will be sold without reserve, or to that effect, then 
it shall not be lawful for the seller to employ any 
person to bid at such sale, or for the auctioneer to take 
knowingly any bidding from any such person.” Section 6 
next establishes the exception to that rule by providing 
that, “where any sale by auction of land is declared 
either in the particulars or conditions to be subject to 
a right for the seller to bid, it shall be lawful for the 
seller or any one person to bid at such auction in such 
manner as he may think proper.” The result is that, 
where no statement is made either that the sale ig 
without reserve, or that there is a reserve price, or that 
aright to bid is reserved, the case will be governed by 
section 4, and the employment of a puffer will invalidate 
the sale. . 

Turning now to section 6, a doubt has been enter- 
tained as to the meaning of the expression, “it shall be 
lawful for the seller or any one person on his behalf to 
bid at such auction in such manner as he may think 
proper.” Does this authorize a series of bids or only 
a single bid? It seems clear that it refers to a general 
right to bid as often as the vendor pleases. In Dimmock 
v. Hallett (15 W. R. 93, L. R. 2 Ch. 21) the Lords 
Justices seem to have assumed (before the passing of the 
Act) that a verbal reservation at a sale by auction of 
liberty to the parties to bid authorized a series of 
biddings by one party. And in the recent case of 
Parfitt v. Jepson (36 L. T. 251) Grove, J., is reported 
to have said that “the statute does not contemplate the 
case of a reserve of one bidding, but of a general right 
to bid.” Moreover, the words authorizing the seller 
to bid “in such manner as he shall think proper”’ may 
be thought to confer a power to bid asoften as he likes, 

A question has also been raised as to whether the 
auctioneer can properly be the person to bid on behalf 
of the vendor. It has been thought that section 5, by 
prohibiting the auctioneer from taking knowingly any 
bidding from any such person [employed to bid on 
behalf of the seller], seems to imply that the auc- 
tioneer and the bidder will be two different 
persons. But in Parfitt v. Jepson, Grove, J., seems to 
have assumed that there was nothing to prevent the 
auctioneer from bidding for the seller. He says the 
auctioneer “ knowingly took a bidding from himself, and, 
by so doing, became the one person entitled to bid.” It 
is a very odd thing, however, that while “agent” is 
defined, in section 3, as meaning “the solicitor, 
steward, or land agent of the seller,” the word is neve 
once used in the statute. It may, perhaps, be col 
jectured that the word originally occurred in the Bill 


either in addition to, or as a substitute for, some or allot — 


the words “ or any one person on his behalf.” 


In the case of Parfitt v. Jepson the question was # 
to the effect of unauthorized biddings by the auctionee — 
where the conditions reserved to the vendor a right@ — 


bid once by himself or his agent. The auctioneer WH 


not instructed to bid (see the judgment of Linden 


but he made three bids, and then the vendor made 

bid, or, rather, declared his price. It was held thih 
although the auctioneer had not beforehand been ii 
structed to bid, yet, “the seller being present, @ 
auctioneer made the biddings with his authority,” a¢ 
the condition as to a single bidding was therefore a 
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Recent Becistang. 


DEVISE OF TRUST ESTATE. 
(In re Bellis’s Estate, M.R., 25 W. R. 456.) 


In commenting (ante, p. 21) on the decision of Vice- 
Chancellor Malins in Jn re Brown and Sibly’s Contract 
(24 W. R. 782, L. R. 3 Ch. D. 156) we drew attention to 
the circumstance that the principle there laid down 
would really cut away the whole rule established by 
previous cases, and, although admitting that we should 
not greatly regret to see this done by the Legislature, 
we expressed our objection to the confusion likely to 
result from the course taken by the Vice-Chancellor. 
We have now the authority of the learned Master of the 
Rolls to the sameeffect. After quoting the observations 
in which the Vice-Chancellor discusses the policy of the 
well-established rule, the Master of the Rolls supplies 
an answer to the question uf the Vice-Chancellor, “‘ What 
{mpropriety is there in saying the trust estates will 
pass?” ‘‘ The point,” says the learned Master of the Rolls, 
“has been already settled by a long string of authorities 
which neither he norI canoverrule. . . It appears 
to me to be too late to consider what is rational and con- 
venient, and what is not.” The “impropriety,” in fact, 
lies in this—that a judge of first instance should 
refuse to follow a rule well settled by authority. It is 
impossible to contemplate with equanimity the prospect 
of judges of first instance remoulding the law according 
to their own notions of what is “rational and con- 
venient’; and we think the learned Master of the Rolls 
deserves the gratitude of the profession for protesting 
against the attempt to do this, as well as for pointing out 

* that the decision in In re Brown and Sibly’s Contract 
must be disregarded. 

As to the point in question in the recent cases, we need 
not add much to what we said before. The well-known 
tule in Lord Braybrooke v. Inskip (8 Ves. 417), that 
trust estates will pass under a general devise unless it 
¢an be collected from expressions in the will, or the pur- 
poses or objects of the testator, that he did not mean 
them to pass, necessarily involves a series of further 
Tules as to what is sufficient indication of intention to 
prevent trust estates from passing. One of the rules 
dong settled is that where a testator, by giving pecuniary 
legacies and then giving the residue of his real estate, 
impliedly charges the real estate with the legacies, the 
gift of the residue of the real estate will not pass real 
estate of which he is trustee. This is the rule which the 
Master of the Rolls has followed in the recent case. 





An American journal says that the judges of the Iilinois 
Supreme Conrt bave left Mount Vernon and returned to 
their homes, Before doing so they sent for filing in the 
warious divisions over two hundred opinions, which will 
make nearly two volumes of reports. 


Mr. Justice Hawkins, in charging the grand jury at the 
‘Liverpool Assizes on Tuesday,said that some of the deposi- 
tions were drawn up in a manner that was all that could 
‘be desired, but there were others—and he was sorry to say 
‘ great many—which were written in such a careless, 
negligent, slovenly style that really he must call the atten. 
tion of the authorities to them. They gave the very 
teatest trouble to those whose duty it was to read them, 
as it was his duty. He had found depositions misplaced, 
interlineations, and corrections which had never been 
initialled to show when they were made, and a total ab- 
#@nce of those documents which he deemed to be of the 
‘utmost importance to the fair administration of justice. 
Some of the depositions, in fact, seemed to have been taken 

& manner as though the magistrates’ clerks—or those 
who acted as clerks to them—thought they had nothing to 
4 but to scribble so many pages of paper which were 


DWacatton Notice. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Lone Vacation, 1877. _ 
Notice. 

During the vacation until further notice :—All appli- 
cations which may require to be immediately or promptly 
heard are to be made to the Hon. Mr. Justice Lopes or 
the Hon. Mr. Justice Fry. 

The vacation judge will sit in the court of the Right 
Hon. the Master of the Rolls at the Rolls House, 
Chancery-lane, at eleven a.m. on Thursday in every. week 
until further notice, for the purpose of hearing such 
applications. 

The necessary papers relating to every such applica- 
tion are to be left with, or addressed (under cover, 
marked outside “ Chancery Vacation Papers”) to Mr. 
Gloster, at the Registrars’ Office, Chancery-lane, before 
one o’clock on the Tuesday previous to the day on which 
the application is intended to be made. 

Applications for leave to give notice of motion may 
be made at the chambers of the Master of the Rolls. 

No case will be placed in the court paper unless 
leave has been previously obtained, and notice given as 
early as possibly at the Registrars’ Office. 

In any case of great urgency the brief of counsel is to 
be sent to the judge by book-post, or parcel, prepaid, 
accompanied by office copies of the affidavits in support 
of the application, and also by a minute, on a separate 
sheet of paper, signed by counsel, of the order he may 
consider the applicant entitled to, and an envelope 
capable of receiving the papers, and addressed as 
follows :—‘‘ Chancery Official Letter: To the Registrar 
in Vacation, Chancery Registrars’ Office, Chancery-lane, 
London, W.C.” 

On applications for injunctions or writs of ne exeat 
regno, in addition to the above, there must also be sent 
a copy of the writ, and a certificate of writ issued. 

The papers sent to the judge will be returned to the 
registrar. 

The address of the judge for the time being acting as 
vacation judge in the Chancery Division, can be obtained 
on application at the Chancery Registrars’ Office or at 
the chambers of the Master of the Rolls, Rolls-yard, 
Chancery-lane. 

The chambers of the Master of the Rolls will be open 
on Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday in every 
week from eleven to one o'clock. 

Chancery Registrars’ Office, July 21, 1877. 








_ A question, says the Albany Law Journal, of some 
interest to the profession came up in New York city, before 
Mr. Justice Westbrook, in the case of Foster v. Newborough. 
At the trial of the case before a referee, two attorneys, 
members of the bar association, were called on to testify as 
to what took place before them as a committee investigating 
Charges against the plaintiff before the association. The 
Witnesses refused to answer, claiming that the information 
sought was privileged, and it would be dishonourable to 
make it public. The motion was made to compel them te 
answer, but Judge Westbrook declined to entertain it. 


At the Greenwich Police-court, after the conclusion of 
the business of the court, Mr. Carttar, addressing Mr. 
Balguy, expressed, on the part of the professional gentle- 
men who were in the habit of attending the court, the 
deepest possible regret that Mr. Patteson had been com- 
pelled by ill-health to resign his post as one of the magis- 
trates of that court. Mr. Patteson had discharged his 
duties with honour to himself and advantage to the public, 
Mr. Balguy said he should have great pleasure in convey- 
ing to Mr. Patteson and his family what had been said. 
For himself, he very much regretted Mr. Patteson’s re- 





to be thrown away as 80 much waste. 


tirement, but he trusted that it would serve to reatore his 
health. 
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Cases of the Week. 


WITNESS SUMMONED FOR EXAMINATION UNDER SECTION 6 
or THE Banxruprcy Act, 1869—NonN-aTTENDANCE OF 
TrusTEE's CounsEL—Costs oF ADJOURNMENT—COUNSEL’s 
Fres—BaNxkrurrcy Rvuies, 1870, rn. 186.—In a case of 
Ex parte Waddell, heard on the 19th inst., the trustee of a 
liquidating debtor had sammoned for examination under 
section 96 the managing director of a company in which 
the debtor had held some shares, with a view of obtain- 
ing information as to the validity of a forfeiture which the 
company had made of the shares. The witness attended 
at the time appointed, and counsel were present on his be- 
half to watch the proceedings. The trustee’s counsel, 
however, did not attend, and the registrar made an order 
adjourning the meeting sine die, and directed that the 
trustee should pay the costsofand occasioned by theadjourn- 
ment. The trustee paid the witness £1 1s. for his expenses. 
A bill of costs, including counsel’s fees and solicitor’s 
charges, was carried in for taxation, but the taxing master 
disallowed the whole of it except s charge of 5s. for the 
witness's cab-hire. This was allowed because he had been 
required to bring the books of the company with him. 
On application to review the taxing master’s certificate 
the registrar referred the bill of costs back to him, with a 
declaration that the costs to be paid by the trustee should 
include any extra costs, either by instructing counsel or 
otherwise, occasioned by the adjournment. The Court of 
Appeal (James, Baggallay, and Cotton, L.JJ.) held that a 
mere witness, against whom nocharge was made, was not 
entitled to be allowed the costs of being represented by 
counsel. He was entitled to nothing more than the ordi- 
nary allowance for expenses. If he chose to be repre- 
sented by counsel, he must employ them at his own ex- 
pense. The order of the registrar was accordingly dis- 
charged. 


Covet or Bankruptcy — JuRispicTION — EQuiTABLE 
Moxrtcace sy BankeuepT —Acrion ny MorteaGer in 
Cuancery Diviston—ArpricaTion BY Trustee To Court 
OF BanKRUPTCY To SET ASIDE THE MorTGAGE—BAnkKRUPTCY 
Act, 1869, ss. 12, 72.—In another case of Hx parte Pannell, 
heard by the Court of Appeal on the 19th inst., a bank- 
rupt had, some time privr to his bankruptcy, given an 
equitable mortgage by deposit of title deeds of real estate, 
accompanied by a memorandum of charge, by which he 
undertook to execute a legal mortgage when called upon 
todoso. After the commencement of the baukruptey the 
mortgagee brought an action in the Chancery Division 
against the trustee in the bankruptcy to enforce the 
security by foreclosure. The trustee delivered a statement 
of defence by which he insisted that the mortgage was void, 
as being a mere pretence for the purpose of defrauding the 
creditors. After this the trustee applied to the Court of 
Bankruptcy to set aside the mortgage, and to order the 
mortgagee to deliver up the deeds. Mr. Registrar 
Brougham dismissed the motion, with costs, reserving 
liberty to either of the parties to apply after the conclusion 
of the proceedings in the action in the Chancery Division. 
The Court of A (James, Baggallay, and Cotton, L.JJ.) 
affirmed this decision. They said that the equitable mort- 
gagee could not be deprived of his legal right to bring his 
action to enforce his security, and that it would be 
monstrously inconvenient to have two proceedings going 
on at once in different courts in relation to the same 
matter. This decision appears to extend in some degree 
the decision in While v. Simmons (19 W. R, 939, L. R. 6 
Ch. 555), inasmuch as in that ease the validity of the 
6 was not disputed, and, moreover, the question 
there was whether the mortgagee’s suit in chancery should 
be stopped, not whether the trustee's application in bank- 
Tuptcy should be dismissed. 


Wi1—Revocarion—Iwtention oy Testatrorn—Wiiis 
Act (7 Wi. 4 &1 Vict. c. %), 6. 20.—In the case of 
Cheese v. Lovejoy, heard by the Court of Appeal on the 20th 
inst., the question arose whether a testator had revoked a 
will which he had execated, under the following circu 
stances :—The will wes dated in 1849. The testator di 





; ” =) 
in 1876. Some years before his death he had stro 
through parts of the will with a pen, but the writing remaingy — 
legible. After this he had thrown the will into a wagt 
paper besket, and had often kicked it about the house, It 
was found sometimes in one place, sometimes in ano 

and was rescued by a servant from destruction and 

on the top of a wardrobe. After this, until the testator’s. 
death, it was never in his own custody, but was moyed 
about from one place to another by his servants, Sip R 
Phillimore directed the jury that as a matter of law there 
had been no revocation, and they found accordingly. The 
Court of Appeal (James, Baggallay, and Cotton, LJJ} 
held that this ruling was right. It was contended that 


actual physical destruction was not necessary, if an evident 
intention had been manifested to destroy the will. But 
James, L.J., said that there must be an act of revocation % 
well as an intention to revoke. All the destroying in the 
world without intention would not revoke a will, norall 
The two things must 


the intention withovt destruction. 
concur. 


Costs—ADMIRALTY APPEAL—SALVAGE ACTION 
58, n. 5.—It was formerly the practice of the Privy Vo 
when, upon an appeal from the Court of Admiralty’ in 4 
salvage case, they varied the amount of salvage awarded 
by that court, to leave each party to bear his own costs of 
the appeal, though on other appeals the practice was to giv 
costs to a successful appellant: vide The Inca, 
Moore, P. C. 189; The Chetah, 17 W. R. 233, LR, 
2 P. C. 205; The Amérique, 23 W. R. 488, L. RB 6 
P. C. 468. In a case of The City of Berlin, a sal. 
vage action, which was decided by the Court of Appeal op 
the 23rd inst., the court (James, Baggallay, and Cotton, 
L.JJ.) increased the sum awarded by the judge of the 
Admiralty Division from £2,000 to £4,000, and also 
the successful appellants their costs of the appeal. 
lordsbips held that since the Judicature Acts there wa 
no reason for following the old practice of the Privy Council, 
and they thought that the present rule, according to which 
a successful appellant is entitled to the costs of his appeal, 
ought to prevail. 


Winpine up—Action ror Foreclosure by Equrrasie 
MortcacGkeE—LEAve TO PROCEED—COMPANI£S Ac 
8s. 87.—In a case of In re D, Lloyd § Co. (Limited), 
by the Court of Appeal on the 25th inst., the company — 
had, in July, 1876, resolved upon a voluntary liquidation, — 
On the Ist of August, 1876, an equitable mortgages by — 
deposit of title deeds of the company commenced in the — 
Chancery Division an action against the company ® — 
enforce his security by foreclosure. On the 27th of April ~ 
an order was made that the winding up should be com 
tinued under the supervision of the court. The plaintift 
in the action then applied, under section 87 of the Com 
panies Act, 1862, for an order that, notwithstanding the 
supervision order, he might be at liberty to proceed with 
his action. Malins, V.C., refused the application. He said 
that the power given to the court by section 87 is a disore- 
tionary one, to be exercised with a due regard to all the 
circumstances of the case, He thought that the a 
ought to have a chance of getting something out of the 
property by means of a sale in the winding up, and that 
the plaintiff would be effectually protected by giving him 
leave to bid at the sale. His lordship, therefore, 
refused the application, without making any im 
order for sale or any provision for the costs of the salé 
The Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., and James 
Cotton, L.JJ.) held that the action should be allowed @ 
proceed. Jessel, M.R., said that a mortgagee 005 
to be prevented from exercising his ordinary Ls 
realizing his security unless some special ground for 
restraining him from so doing was shown, or unless the 
same relief was given to him in the winding upas he woue © 
obtain in his action. James, L.J., said that section 87 wa 
not intended to interfere with the rights of third partie 
bat was only meant to prevent the limited sae 
of an insolvent company from being wasted in li 
They ought to be preserved for the benefit of 
creditors, But a mortgagee seeking to enforce his 
was an independent person entirely outside the 
He was in trath seeking not to enforce « claim 
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ny, but to enforce his own rights against his own 
oats. His case resembled that of a landlord who was 
seeking to eject as trespassers a company who had broken the 
eovenants of their lease. In such cases the company ought 
not to be placed in any better position because they were in 
iquidation. . It was always intended that the court should 
exerciss the power conferred by section 87 with a due 
regard to the rights of third parties, and for this purpose a 
mortgagee must be treated asa third party. Cotton, L.J., 
said that in a bankruptcy a mortgagee was a favoured 
creditor, and there was no reason why he should not stand 
in the same position in a winding up. 





DoweR—RELEasE BY Wire ofr Dower TO. ENABLE Hus- 
BAND TO MORTGAGE HIS ReaL EstatE—Equity oF 
RepeMPTion or Ricut to Dower.—On the 25th inst., the 
Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., and James and Cotton, L.JJ.), 
reversed the recent decision of Bacon, V.C. (25 W. R. 582, 
L. R. 4 Ch. D. 639). The question decided was a curious 
one with regard to dower, and it is very remarkable that, 
so far as appears, it has never been actually decided until 
more than forty years after the passing of the Dower Act, 
though it has long been a moot point among conveyancers. 
The question was whether, when a wife (married before the 
Dower Act) had joined with her husband in mortgaging 
his frecholds for the purpose of releasing her dower, she 
had, when she had become a widow, any equity of redemp- 
tion in respect of her right to dower. Bacon, V.C., held 
that she had; the Court of Appeal held that she had not. 
The facts were briefly these :—In 1846 husband and wife 
(the wife having been married in 1831) joined in executing a 
mortgage of the husband’s freeholds. The mortgage deed 
conveyed the property free from the wife’s dower, and the 
proviso for redemption reserved the right to redeem to 
the husband, his heirs or assigns. There was a power of 
sale, and a trust of the surplus sale-moneys for the 
husband, his heirs, executors, or assigns. In 1854 the 
husband alone executed a second mortgage of the property 
tohis bankers. In this mortgage deed the property was 
éxpressed to be conveyed free from the wife’s dower, but 

ject to the first mortgage. In 1858 the bank paid off 
the first mortgagees, and took a transfer of their mortgage. 
In 1860 the bank sold the property for a sum which was 
more than sufficient to satisfy what was due on the first 
mortgage, but was not sufficient to discharge both the 
mortgage debts, In 1874 the husband died. In 1875 the 
widow commenced a suit against the bank, claiming to have 
her dower assigned and secured to her out of the sale-moneys, 
after deducting what was due to the defendants under the 
first mortgage. The Vice-Chancellor held that, upon 
ple, the wife, who had lent her dower and pledged it 
herhusband’s debt, was entitled to all that remained after 
that purpose was satisfied. In the view of a court of 
equity she had not parted with her dower entirely, even if 
she had released it at law, and nothing could deprive her 
of that which belonged to her and resulted to her as soon 
as the limited purpose for which she had surrendered her 
dower had been satisfied. His lordship therefore ordered 
the value of the dower to be paid by the defendants out 
of the surplus of the sale-moneys after satisfaction of the 
first mortguge. Jessel, M.R., said that, though there was 
very little authority on the point, it was most remarkable 
that such a suit as this had never been heard of before. For 
some reason or other equity, which in most cases followed 
the law, did not follow it with regard to dower. It was well 
settled under the old law that there could be no dower 
ont of an equitable estate. If a wife, therefore, joined 
with her husband in levying a fine of his lands she destroyed 
her dower by changing the seizin, Her right to dower was 
itely gone at law. If she voluntarily concurred in 

her husband's estate from a legal one into an 
¢quitable one, she must be taken to have known that dower 
not attach to an equitable estate, and there could be no 
equity entitling her to recover her dower again. There 
Certainly was no contractthat she: hould recover it, In the 
Sbeence of authority on the point, his lordship was 
Glearly of opinion on principle that the extinguishment of 
the dower at law was an extinguishment of it in equity also, 
Theonly authorities on the point were to be found in dicta 


intwo cases of Jackson vy. Parker (Amb. 687) and Jackson | 


that a wife in such a case would have a right of redemption. 
The dicta were limited to the special circumstances of the 
cases then before the court, and were not intended to lay 
down any general principle. If, however, it had been the 
settled opinion of text writers for many years that these 
dicta had expressed the law in accordance with the Vice- 
Chancellor's decision, the court ouglitnot, ona question of real 
property law, lightly to disregard such.a settled opimion, 
even if it thought it erroneous. But, in poiut of fact, the 
opinions of text writers on the point were conflicting, and 
there was as much weight of authority on the one side.as on 
the other. James, L.J., said that, even if theuniversal opinion 
of text writers.and conveyancers had been that the wife was 
entitled to an equity of redemption, the reversal of it could 
not affect any title, inasmuch as the result of the opinion 
could only have been to induce the additional precaution of 
requiring the concurrence of the wife in such eases. It was 
attempted also to support the claim of the plaintiff on the 
ground that she was only a surety for her husband’s debt, 
and that she was, therefore, according to a well-settled 
principle, entitled, when the creditor was paid off, to. the 
benefit of the security which he kad obtained from the 
principal debtor. To this argument the court answered. that, 
as the wife’s right was extinguished, she did not pledge any 
estate for her husband’s debt, nor did she make herself 
personally liable for it. 





Practice—CHARGING ORDER—UNASCERTAINED Sum— 
1& 3 Vier. c. 110, ss, 14, yA oy, 46, RB. Ban. the — 
of Widgery v. Tepper, heard by the Court of Ap on 
21st inst., a question arose as to whether the plaintiffs in 
the suit were entitled to a charging order on a fund in 
court in another suit of Hall v. 27+pper. Each suit was by 
one of the next of kin of the late J. W. M.  Tusnes, 
the eminent painter, to set aside a sale on his death 
(alleged to have been at an undervalue), of a mumber 
of his plates and engravings to a Mr. Jabez Tepper, 
another of the next of kin, his executor and also the 
solicitor acting for the next of kin in the administration. 
The defendants were the same im both suits. J. Tepper 
died in 1872, and a suit was instituted to administer his 
estate. In 1873 a number of the plates and engravings 
were sold at Christies’ for the sum of £33,742 133. There- 
upon the two above-mentioned suits were commenced. In 
Hall v. Tepper, a fifth of the net proceeds of the sales ia 
1873 was brought into court to the credit ofthatsuit. The 
remainder of the plates and engravings wers sold in 1874 
under orders of the court in Widgery v. Tepper, and one- 
fif'h of the proceeds was now in court to the credit of that 
suit, and represented by a sum of £3,276 consols and « 
small sum of cash, and another one-fifth was paid into 
court in Hadi v. Tepper. The suit of Ha? v. Tepper was 
compromised, and by consent a decree was taken on the 
15th of December, 1876, by which it was ordered that the 
residue of the consols and cash in court, amounting at the 
date of the petition mentioned below to a sea of 
£7,230 17s. 7d. consols and some-dividends that had accraed 
thereon, should be paid out to the defendants. Widgery-v. 
Tepper was heard before Vice-Chancellor Malins oa the 3st 
of May, when he decided in favour of the plaintiff, set 
aside the sale to J. Tepper, and held that the plaintiffs. were 
entitled to one-fifth of the net proceeds of the sales of the 
plates and engravings, and he directed an accouat to be 
taken of sach net proceeds, and, after certain deductions, 
ordered payment of one-fifth thereof to the plaintiffs. 
On the 7th of Jaly, before the Vice-Chancellor’s 
decree was drawn up, the plaintiff ia Widgery v. 
Tipper presented a petition in the two suits of Widgery 
v. Tepper and Hall v. Tepper, and, under the 1 & 2 Viet. ¢. 
110, asked for a charging order on the said sum of consolg 
in court in Hall v. Tepper, unless the defendants showed 
cause within seven days, and in the mewtime that no part 
of such sum might be dealt with, The petitioners alleged 
that the sum standing to the credit of Widgery v. Tipper 
would be insufficient to the extent of about £3500 to 
answer their one-fifth share of the proceeds of the ee 

iction 


that the principal defendant was out of the jurisd 


had no assets here other than his share in Had v. 4 
that the accounts directed in Widyery v. Tepper, the 
taxation of the costs, would not be completed before the 
l vacation, and that if the defendants in the meantime 
rane. out of court the sums in Ball v. Tepper the 





examined, did not amount to an expression of opinion 


petitioners would be unable to recover the amount te be 


OBA BORNE AEE ICID AE ORS SONAR IRS PETES OS 





750 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


July 28, 1877, 





= 





found due to them. An order nisi charging the funds in 


. Hall v. Tepper was made ez parte on the petition by Vice- 


Chancellor Malins on the 13th of July, and this he later in 
the day refused to set aside on the defendants’ application. 
The defendants renewed their application in the Court of 
Appeal on the 14th inst., and were allowed to treat their 
application as showing cause against the order nisi on the 
2ist inst. Their counsel relied on Chadwick v. Holt (8 
D. M. & G. 584) as exactly in point, and as showing that no 
charging order could be obtained where an account only 
had been directed by the decree, and the sum due was un- 
ascertained, and they argued that Burns v. Irving 
Lh. R. 3 Ch. D. 291) was wrongly decided, as in that 
case, contrary to the practice of the court, Which was not 
altered by ord. 46, r. 1, a charging order was allowed for un- 
taxed costs. Moreover, that case was ex parte, and Chadwick 
v. Holt was not cited. The court (James, Baggallay, and 
Cotten, L.JJ.) were unanimously of opinion, following 
Chadwick v. Holt, that no charging order could be granted, 
under the 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, until the petitioners had es- 
tablished their right to an ascertained sum in the suit, which 
they had not yet done. If they desired to restrain the de- 
fendants frm dealing with the funds in Hail v. Tepper 
some separate proceeding must be taken, as to the nature of 
which they offered no opinion. The decision in Burns v. 
Irving must be considered as overruled, as their lordships 
expressed their opinion that no charging order could be 
granted for costs until the amount was fixed. 


P TRADE-MARK — INFRINGEMENT — INJUNCTION—LIEN FoR 
Costs on Goops—StTakeHoLDER—Costs.—In @ case of Moet 
v. Pickering, decided by Fry, J., the same day, the action 
being one for the infringement by the principal defendant 
of the plaintiff’s trade-mark, his lordship, in granting a 
perpetual injunction, also, upon the authority of Upmann 
v. Elkan (19 W. RB. 867, L. R. 12 Eq. 149), declared the 
plaintiffs entitled to a lien for their costs of the action 
upon some goods belonging to the principal defendant, and 
bearing the plaintiffs mark, and which were in the hands 
of some wharfingers (aleo parties to the action), to 
whom they had been consigned by the principal defendant 
in the ordinary course of business without any notice of the 
fraud. The principal defendant had become a bankrupt 
since the commencement of the action, but his trustee had 
not been made a party. He, however, appeared by counsel 
atthe trial. Fry, J., beld that the plaintiff’s lien for costs 
must take precedence of the wharfingers’ common law lien 
for their warehousing charges, and tbat it must also pre- 
vail over the rights of the trustee in the bankruptcy ; and, 
inasmuch as the wharfingers had not submitted themselves 
unequivocally to the order of the court, but had insisted at 
the trial upon the priority of their lien, his lordship 
granted an injunction against them elso, and made them 
jointly liable for the plaintiff’s costs of the action. He also 
ordered the wharfingers to remove the plaintiff's mark from 
the goods. 


ORDER TO assiGN— No Time FixeED — PEREMPTORY 
OxpEr.—An action of Rendell v. Gardner was lately heard 
before Fry, J., and the defendant was ordered to assign 
certain property to the plaintiff, but no time was fixed by 
the order within which such assignment should be carried 
out. The plaintiff, on the 25th inst., moved for an order 
fixing @ peremptory period within which the defendant 
should execute an assignment, since, under the old prac- 
tice, which is not altered by the Judicature Actes, no 
motion could be made to attach until a period was fixed. 
The defendant, who was an executor, said that he 
was willing to obey the previous order of the const 
when be had satisfied himself as to certain creditors’ 
claims on the property in question, of which he 
bad become aware since that order had been made. 
Fry, J., was of opinion that this was an attempt to 
disobey an order of the court which the defendant had had 
reasonable time to obey. He could not accept the reasons 
suggested for not obeying the order immediately, as exe- 
eutors must always be aware that there may be claims 
tpon the estate, and the order had at the trial been 
allowed to go. The property must be assigned within 
seven days after the service of this order and the presen- 
tation of an assignment for execution. The defendant 
must pay the costs of the application. 
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BANQUET TO MR. STONOR. 


On Saturday evening a banquet was given to Mr, H, J, 

Stonor at the White Hart Hotel, Guildford, by the members 

of the legal profession practising in the county court 

circuit in Surrey and Berks, over which Mr. Stonor hag 

for many years presided, and which he has recently left to 

take the judgeship of the Southwark and Wandsworth 
arts, 


Mr. J. Drummond, of Croydon, as the oldest practitioner 
in the circuit, took the chair, and Mr. Ambrose Haynes, 
of Wandsworth, the vice-chair. There was a numerong 
company, every town in the circuit being represented. 

The CuarrMaN, in giving “The Guest of the Evening,” 
said the members of the profession to which he belonged 
had invited Mr. Stonor to that banquet in order to testi 
to him the high esteem in which they held him, and their 
appreciation of the judicial ability with which for twelve 
years he had presided over the courts in the circuit. The 
extended jurisdiction given to the county courts made it 
desirable that the judges should be mez who had a well. 
grounded knowledge of real property law and of equity, 
Such a man was Mr. Stonor, and those who had practised 
in his courts knew that to a profound knowledge of the law 
were added a courtesy of manner and a kindliness of heart 
which well became a judge. In his retirement from the 
circuit, Mr. Stonor would carry with him the good wishes 
of the profession, and leave behind him recollections which 
it would be always pleasant to recall. 

Mr. Sronor, in acknowledging the toast, said he felt 
some difficulty in expressing the sentiments of gratitude 
he felt for the kind reception they had accorded him. On 
looking back at his connection with the circuit he had not, 
he was proud to say, one single unpleasant recollection to 
recall. The officials of all the courts worked well, and for 
the manner in which he had been assisted by the profession 
in the discharge of oftentimes very arduous duties his 
grateful thanks were due. The jurisdiction of the county 
courts during his connection with the circuit had greatly 
increased, but the profession had kept pace with that 
increase, and in consequence justice had been administered 
without delay. The honour they had done h'm he should 
ever be proud of, and in conclusion he begged to give 
‘‘The Bar,” coupling with the toast the name of one of 
its distinguished ornaments, Mr, Edward Clarke. 

Mr. Crank, in responding, paid a high compliment to 
Mr. Stonor for the courtesy he had always extended to the 
bar, and the judicial firmness which had been so marked 4 
feature in his administration of the law. 

The remaining toasts were ‘‘ The Registrars,” a pot 
by Mr. Eve, and acknowledged by Mr. Gzoraz Waite 
(Guildford) and Mr, Pixnicer (Newbury), “ The Visitors,” 
responded to by Mr. W. Fotiitr Synee, and “ The Press” 
given by Mr. Stronor, and acknowledged by Mr, Hanrorp. 





At the Aberdare Police-court on Tuesday a number of 
persons were fined for allowing dogs to be at large without 
being muzzled. Incidentally Mr. Rhys, one of the sitting 
magistrates, chairman and vice-chairman of several public 
bodies, remarked that he had himself inadvertently been 
guilty of thesame offence. He therefore fined himself 5s, 
saying that unless he adopted this course he could not 
conscientiously fine other people for breaches of the law. 


Among the Bills introduced into or passed by the 
Legislature, says the Central Law Journvl, are two of 
special interest to the legal profession. The first is for the 
reporting and publishing of the opinions of the St. Louis 
Court of Appeals. It provides that the court shall designate 
what opinions delivered by it shall be reported and 

ublished, and shall appoint a suitable person whose dw 
it shall be to report and publish, or cause to be publish 
such opinions, and who shall receive an annual salary of 
two thousand dollars, to be apportioned and paid by the 
district over which said court has jurisdiction, in the same 
manner as is provided for the payment of other expenses of 
said court. ‘The reporter is required to prefix to each 
such opinions suitable head-notes containing the 
decided, together with a list of the authorities cited by 
counsel, giving the names of counsel ; and he shall cause 
the same to be published at his own ex as soon 
as is practicable, after enough of such opinions have been 
rendered to make a volume of six hundred pages. 
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SOLICIIORS’ EDUCATION. 


as author of an article on “The Present Education of 
Solicitors” in the current number of the Westminster 
Review, after describing the present system and briefly 
referring to the continental systems of legal education, 

3 to sketch a scheme for improving the early stages 
of a solicitor’s training :— 

‘As Lord Selborne’s Bill does not touch some of the 
evils previously referred to, we will, before considering its 

isions, indicate alterations that we think might 
beneficially be wrought. To enable us to effect any real 

, it is well at once to examine radical and primary 
dofects—‘ melius est petere fontes,’ as Lord Coke has said, 
though in another context. 

“The first step to be taken is the establishment of an 
actual ‘preliminary law examination.’ This we would 
divide into two branches, general and legal. For the 
first branch, the examination now in use, with two or 
three extensions, both in severity and in subject, might 
suffice. The English history paper should deal more fully 
with the English Constitution; it should, in fact, be 
avowedly @ paper on constitutional law or history. Book- 
keeping and arithmetic could be bracketed. The mathe- 
matics might include the first four books of ‘Euclid.’ In 
Scotland, a ‘ general knowledge examination’ is appointed 
for those who intend to be solicitors, and the candidates 
are allowed, at their option, to take in either mathematics 
—comprising the first three books of ‘ Euclid’—or logic, 
the text-book being Jevons’s ‘Elementary Lessons.’ 
We think that a similar plan should at once be adopted 
in England. The elements of Roman and Grecian 
history ought to be incorporated with the Latin and 

reek papers respectively. There should also be a 
distinct ‘honours’ class; and for this, in addition to the 
subjects named, elementary papers on chemistry and 
natural philosophy should be given. We presume that it is 
hardly necessary to point out the desirability of a solicitor’s 
possessing such an acquaintance with these two sciences as 
may enable him to understand, more readily than at present, 
something of the language and meaning of scientific men 


in cases where these two practical sciences play so promi- 
nent a part; and we should be glad to see one of them, at 
least, added to the — syllabus and so rendered com- 


pulsory. The second branch should be concerned with legal 
subjects, and comprise the elements of Roman law and juris- 
prudence, and the primary principles of our own real property 
and common law. Here, also, there should be a distinct 
‘honours’ division, at least in jurisprudence. All candi- 
dates taking honours in both branches of the examination 
should be entitled to a reduction in their future term of 
service. For ourselves, we may frankly confess that we 
are not so impressed with the advantages of a thorough 
acquaintance with Roman law as to insist on its presence 
in the honours syllabus, but we would willingly leave 
this point to be determined elsewhere, and, there- 
fore, will not now state reasons in support of or against 
our views—views that are slightly heterodox. These 
two examinations would be compulsory, except where 
certain university tests could be accepted in lieu of one or 
both, and we should still, in proper cases, grant to ‘ten 
years’ men’ an order dispensing with the first branch of 
theexamination. It is clear that to compel a man of 
twenty-six or thirty to go back to his school-days before 
admitting him to practise as a solicitor, when he is other- 
wise qualified to do so, is hardly fair. We prefer leaving 
such cases to judicial discretion. At the present day a 
large amount of complaint and virtuous indignation has 
been vented on the subject of these dispensing orders. 
The profession, it is urged, should be free from intrusions by 
men who do not possess the classical acquirements following 
in the train of the preliminary. Our own opinion is that 
he examination in question hardly calls for so much con- 
sideration, We fail to see any marked distinction between 
those gentlemen who have, and those who have not, suc- 
ceeded in obtaining the exemption; and we, therefore, do 
not consider it advisable to throw needless obstacles in the 
path of men who have risen by their own efforts. We 
should be glad, however, if judges only granted these orders 
after a careful consideration of each case, aided by an inter- 
view with the applicant. 

“ Having passed both branches of the preliminary, articles 





could then be entered upon. No one should be articled 
until he had attained his eighteenth year. We are not 
quite sure whether the term ought not to be absolutely 
reduced to three years. It should clearly be so in the case 
of students who have taken honours at the preliminary, or 
who have been articled after attaining the age of twenty 
years, and, of course, in cases where only three years are 
already required. In other cases, the period should not 
exceed four years ; but there are good reasons for limiting 
it to three when a man has duly passed such an examination 
as we have already sketched; and we submit this, not as a 
very original idea, but yet for the careful consideration of 
the Incorporated Law Society and of solicitors generally. 
Students of the Inns of Court are only liable to three years’ 
probation before being called; and, if our suggestions on 
other points were adopted, the same term might surely be 
deemed sufficient for articled clerks, The reasons for such 
an abatement will sufficiently appear from a consideration 
of the chief advantages that would accrue from the adoption 
of such a system as we have advocated. Those advantages 
are twofold—(1) No one could be articled at the present 
early age ; (2) Some amount of scientific legal knowledge 
would be possessed prior to entering an office. To these 
two points we attach the greatest importance. All 
reforms that ignore them are imperfect, and will prob- 
ably fail in their highest purpose. We are, of course, 
referring to the education of solicitors, and it is clear 
that this education would be revolutionized if our proposals 
were accepted. Ata time when the faculties should be 
in most active play, when they are ready for real educa- 
tion, we have seen that the student’s energies are directed 
towards the copying of a draft and to the correct way of 
folding an abstract. At an immature age he finds himself 
to some extent his own master, that he is a kind of 
‘gentleman’ among the workers; and one of the earliest 
lessons inculcated is that an articled pupil need not work 
unless he pleases so to do. When young thoughts are 
breaking forth, new ideas opening, these thoughts are likely 
to be cramped, and these ideas warped by the undue 

value at which he is liable to estimate petty matters of 

small routine. His own ignorance is, from the nature of 
the case, thrust upon him every day, and we well know 
that it takes a considerable period of time for a youth 
entirely to shake himself free of these first impressions, 
and for his principals to forget the early condition of their 
pupi). In this state of things, it is idle to set forth the 
only theory upon which such a system can be defended. 
Such a theory would, we presume, be that it is desirable 
that law and practice should be studied together, the one 

throwing light upon the other, Without insisting upon the 
circumstance that the theory appears to succeed rather than 
precede the state of things pow existent, and that its weight 
in candid argument is thereby somewhat weakened, it is per- 

fectly clear that such ‘practice’ as the student sees and 

participates in during the earlier portion of his service is of 
no appreciable and material assistance in understanding the 

elements of English law ; and yet these are all he attem 

to master during the first half of his apprenticeship. We 

may admit that to see practice in the light of previous 

knowledge of theory is beneficial, and the safe course to 

adopt, but to speak of a boy at a solicitor’s desk studying or 

seeing practice to such an extent as materially to assist his 

legal studies is contrary to the experience of too many 

articled clerks to require any lengthened comment. The 

theory, considered merely as a theory, may not be inde- 

fensible, but, applied to the present generation of articled 

pupils, it is illusory—under the existing conditions of life, 

it is antecedently improbable that it would be otherwise. 

“ By the adoption of such principles as we have sketched, 
the pupil would enter an office at an age when he would be 
able in a greater degree to take care of himself, when he 
could put a silent but effectual veto on frequent attempts to 
use him as a machine ; his mind would already have been 
sufficiently tutored to enable him readily to comprehend 
and apply rules of practice without attaching undue im- 
portance to the various niceties of office routine—niceties 
that we do not care to mention at length, but which 
occupy no mean place in the minds of not a few. It ia 
hardly necessary to point out how quickly the articled 
clerk would become of practical use to bis principal, and 
we have no hesitation in saying that a far greater propor- 
tion of his reduced period of service would be spent in 
actual professional work than is now ao spent. 
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on articles with a sure basis of legal principles, employing 
adarge amount of his time in really useful efforts, he would 
be admitted at twenty-three, or within a year or so ‘before 
or after thatage—an age by no means too mature. No 
slight advantage would accrue by reason of any deliverance 
from the litle thraldom we ‘have referred to, apart from 
the more thorongh mental training the student wouid have 
received; and the chances of his superiority to mere 
narrow-mindedness—a quality so often conspicuous in legal 
gentlemen—weuld be greatly increased. For the sake of 
those who set small store ‘by ‘such a talisman, we would 
add that, at the age of twenty-three, an admitted man 
would be a sounder and more experienced Jawyer than he 
new usually is. We are not advocating an exemption 
from participation in the practical details, small or great, 
of a solicitor’s office. We would hive tho articled clerk 
go through every stage; but with respect to the lower 
grader, we would pass those stages as quickly, not as 
slowly, as possible. Asin Germany, we would place the 
interests of the employed as high as the interests of the 
employer. If that is not the proper level of those 
interests, we are rather at a loss to understand the object 
of gratuitous service and heavy fees.” 

The writer then refers to the provisions of the Sch ool 
of Law Bill, and the Bar Education and Discipline Bill. 
He then continues :— 


** Insufficient and unsatisfactory as the present rules are, 
no one, however, denies that we have amongst us solicitors 
of first-rate ability, acknowledged business capacity, and 
perception of the keenest order—men who are worthy of the 
trust reposed in them by a legion of clients. Those claim- 
ing for ibe existing order of things the credit of having pro- 
duced such men are at liberty to make such use as they 
think fit of our admission. No one disputes the fact that in 
the past we possessed lawyers whose deeds, or, to use a less 
professional term, whose names may deliberately be placed 
beside those of any living. We presume, also, that no one 
capable of reasonable argument would assign this fact as a 
valid ground for preserving intact the old methods of ob- 
taining a ‘call,’ though the change is still occasionally be- 
moaned for reasons that might have some weight if the bar 
were merely a ‘caste.’ Six or seven years only have 
elapsed since the date when time-honoured cus- 
toms were put aside—customs linked with the re- 
nown of Hardwicke and Eldon and St. Leonards. 
In truth, we well know that ‘a brilliant past’ is 
now no safeguard against the onward stridesof reform. 
Institutions must be prepared to stand or fall by their 
present, not their former, achievements. The practical 
question awaiting a reply is, whether any existing system 
is the most efficient that can reasonably be demanded ? 
Whether evch a system involves or is conducive to the 
wasting of years, or is justly chargeable with an insuffi- 
cient response to the requirements of active life? To 
speak directly, ia the present the best mode, practicable, 
for producing the best practical solicitors? It is of little 
service to cite cases of exeeptional merit. We know too 
well that a man-may rise in spite of a particular régime 
as well as with its assistance. 


“We have been considering the efficiency of solicitors as 
such. We have no desire to discover a method of unmaking 
solicitors: but, before closing, it may be as well to touch 
on the future of the profession. The ‘clamour’ for equal 
rights of audience with the bar in the superior courts has, 
from time 1o time, attracted an indefinite amount of atten- 
tion. The results of the struggle, if it can be so called, 
are not likely to be very successful at present, and it 
is exceedingly doubtful if such rights will ever be 
granted. For ourselves, we are not in favour of a 
*fasion’—r:avons for which opinion need not here be 
stated; but the question of transit still remains. Considered 
with reference to the general good and public utility, it is 
clear that the road should be freed from all petty 
hindrances. At present, obstacles are thrown in the path of 
any solicitor wishing to join the bar, and these obstacles are 
of a protectionist character. He must cease practising asa 
solicitor for three years before heing ‘called.’ ‘To abstract 
three years from a man’s lite, wh-n he is perfectly ready at 
once to comply with a'l the examiuational and pecuniary re- 
y -vansaaing of the Inns of Court, appears hardly defensible, 

reason is clear. It is simply to protect the bar—to 


prevent.a man having, or supposed to have, a connection 


among old confréres from entering his new sphere until that 
connection has grown ‘ beautifully less.’ This method of 
crippling a man, though worthy, doubtless, of Sheffield 
unionists, appears to be a public and an individual wrong, 
and should ve brought under the notice of those who do not 
confound social with professional interests. 


“It has already been seen that, as the law now stands, a 
similar impediment lies in the path of any barrister de. 
siring to become a solicitor; he must be disbarred, and 
then serve under articles for three years. It will readily 
be understood that few counsel ever so desert their own 
branch of the profession, bat solicitors are willing to 
render the transit less troublesome. Provision is made in 
the Solicitors’ Examination Bill, now before the House, 
for the admission on the rolls of barristers of not less than 
five years’ standing, on their passing the final examination 
only, service under articles being dispensed with. Thig 
measure is supported by, or entirely due to, the action of 
the Incorporated Law Society. The natural counterpart 
has never been tendered by the four Inns. The Bill in 
question contains a few miscellaneous clauses, but its chief 
end is merely to transfer from the judges to the society 
certain powers in connection with examinations, and we 
need not refer to it at greater length, although a more 
careful wording of two or three clauses would be desirable, 
We have referred to the reduced term of apprenticeship 
in the case of graduates, but, at first sight, the 13th clause 
of this Bill certainly appears to confer a power of altering 
the present rules, and extending the period of service to 
four years—a consummation probably not desired by the 
framers of the provision. 

“ We should not omit mentioning that the course hitherto 
adopted by the Incorporated Law Society has evidently been 
one of steady and ever-progressing reform, reform which, if 
tardy, has yet been felt in all the examinations prescribed, 
each now embracing subjects formerly not treated asessential, 
We trust their work will not be allowed to remain a torso. In 
view of the immediate, if temporary, fate of Lord Selborne’s 
Bill, it may yet prove necessary to rely upon their efforts, 
A paragraph could be inserted in their own parliamentary 
measure, giving them power to make bye-laws or regula 
tions relative to the holding of such examinations prior to 
eviering upon articles, as we have ventured to suggest; and 
clause 13 might then be amended by giving the judges 
power to reduce the term of four years’ service, there men- 
tioned, to three. Such a course should not even appear to 
hamper Lord Selborne. Although there is a primd facie 
similarity in function between the measure introdueed by 
Lord Cairns and that brought in at the instance of the society, 
yet we do not suppose that the latter is dictated as the 
result of any hostile spirit. We have, therefore, less hesi- 
tation in proposing amendments that we should otherwise 
prefer seeing embodied in the greater Bill. Whichever is 
deemed the preferable mode for attainment of the end, we 
think it has been shown that the education of studente, and 
the entire system of their legel training prior to admission 
on the rolls, merit careful consideration. That the Incor. 
porated Law Society is less keenly alive than ourselves to the 
defects indicated we will not presume. It is to be h 
that some wisely directed measures will shortly be 
towards effectively dealing with the subject, and dealing 
with it in no ‘ parochial ’ spirit. 

“Tt has not been thought necessary to meet in advance 
all the orthodox ‘arguments’ against any proposed rée- 
form. These should now be well known. We may assume 
that they have previously been employed in obstructing 
past improvements. They were futile then. ‘The pro- 
fession has improved. Will they be less fallacious now? 
Has the highest stage been reached? Every one admits 
that jurisprudence is of nosupreme importance in replevity 
and that a man may recover judgment in trover without 
having read a line of Gaius. Argaments of this character 
may have had weight in some palsozoic age—they cet 
tainly influenced our grandfathers; bat to-day all sudh 
fossil remains should be swept aside without any 
stady of their formation.” 
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Legal News. 


The Times Berlin co ent writes:—*Dr. von 
Poltzendorff, the famous Professor of International Law at 
Munich, commenting upon the De Tourville trial, protests 

st the continental practice of proving a crime by a 
retrospective view of the character and antecedents of the 
prisoner. The professor’s article in the Berlin Gegenware, 
showing the excess to which this practice has been 
carried. in the De Tourville trial, attracts general atten- 
tion.” 

In a case of Mayor of Birmingham v. Allen, before the 
Master of the Rolls on the 20th inst., his lordship said that 
the position of the official referees had been misunderstood. 
They might be asked to report to the court upon any question 
upon which the court required instruction, and whenever the 
question was one upon which the court, as in the present 
case, required a great deal of information, it was emphatically 
the duty of the official referees to report the facts of cases 
referred to them. In the present case the official referee 
had merely reported a lump sum as due to the defendants 
for damages. It was obviously impossible for the court to 
discuss the question in dispute withont knowing either the 
mode in which the official referees calculated the amount or 
the facts on which the calculation was based ; and his lord- 
ship was entitled to be informed of those facts, because the 
official referees were appointed to assist the court on 
questions of fact, and not to decide any case finally, but 
merely to report on it and leave the decision to the judge. 
His lordship had accordingly directed a communication to 
be made to the official referee, and that gentleman had, in 
Tesponse, supplied a most complete and elaborate report, 
containing every fact, and giving to the court his reasons. 


On Monday, in charging the grand jury at the Chester 
Assizes, Lord Justice Bramwell, referring to the number of 
charges of burglary on the calendar, said that in one of these 
he noticed that the accused was committed four months ago, 
and he thought it was worth consideration whether some 
change might not with advantage take place in the law 
concerning these cases, giving the magistrate a discretion- 
ary power to commit the persons accused of burglary to the 
sessions or assizes, according to the quality of the offences, 
which varied vey much. ‘The same remarks would apply 
to cases of petty forgery. He once tried a case at Warwick 
‘where a woman had been in prison six months awaiting her 
trial on a charge of forging an order for the delivery of 
goods of the total value of half a crown, and when she was 
tried she was acquitted. Mr. Forsyth bad tried to get a 
Bill passed dealing with these matters ; but it never got 
beyond the second reading, receiving very curious treatment. 
Mr. Forsyth was so discouraged that probably he would not 
try to get the Bill in again; but possibly in time another 
Measure might be introduced to change the law as he had 
suggested, and he hoped it would be passed. 


The reading of a newspaper article, says the Central Law 
Journal, in reference to the prisonér, by one of the jury in 
the hearing of the others during their deliberations in the 
jury room, was held in Commonwealth v. Landis (34 Leg. 
Int. 204) a sufficient ground for the granting of a new trial. 
Compare, on this point, United States v. McKee (3 Cent. 
L, J. 258). In Massachusetts, in Hor v. Drury (5 Pick. 
296) and ia Whitney v. Whitman (5 Mass. 405), where 
Papers went to the jury by accident, the verdicts were set 
aside. And in Commonwealth v. Edgerly (10 Allen, 184), 
where a letter of slight import was allowed to go to the 
jury, and which the judge instructed thejury to disregard, a 
new trial was granted. Bigelow, J. said : “ It is impossible 
to say if the jury might not have been so confused and 
misled as to have given sorry heed to the contents of the 
Paper,” Depositions of witnesses, although read in evi- 
dence, if allowed to go out with the jury, are good cause for 
& new trial, even in civilcauses, And in Ohio, in the case 
of Farrer v. Ohio (2 Ohio Rep. 54, n. 8), where a jury, 
without the knowledge or aid of any one, procured a part 
of a newspaper containing the charge of the judge in the 
Canse, and used it to guide their deliberations, although 
the report was accurate, the verdict was set aside. The 
‘ame rule was followed in Illinois in Yates v. The People 

Ill. 527), where a new trial was granted because the 
» after retiring to deliberate, used the pistol, which was 
in evidence on the trial, to experiment whether the 


act, which was alleged to have been committed, could have 
been done in the manner detailed by the evidence. The 
rule is that no paper or instruments, containing anything 
bearing either upon the law or the facts, except by permis- 
sion of the court, to which exception can be taken, should 
be allowed to go to the jury. Lord Tenterden, in Burrows 
v. Unwin (3 C. & P. 310), refused to let the jury look at 
Selwyn’s Nisi Prius. In Rhode Island, in State v. Smith 
(6 R. I. 33), a verdict was set aside because the jury con- 
sulted the Revised Statutes'in their room. Soin State v. 
Kimball (50 Me. 409). In New York, in Neil v. Abel (24 
Wendell, 185), where the judge allowed the jury to use 
his minutes of the trial, a verdict was set aside. 








Obituary. 


SIR COLMAN OLOGHLEN, ¥.P. 


The Right Hon. Sir Colman O’Loghlen, Q.C., M.P., died 
suddenly on Sunday last (July 22) from disease of the 
heart, while crossing by steamer from Holyhead to Dublin. 
The deceased was the eldest son of the Right Hon. 
sir Michael O’Loghlen, Master of the Rolls in Ire- 
land, who was created a baronet in 1838. He was 
educated at University College, London, and graduated 
B.A. at the University of London in 1839, and in the 
following year he was called to the bar at Dublin. Sir C. 
O'Loghlen became a Queen’s Counsel in 1852, and a Ser- 
jeant-at-Law in 1865, and he was chairman of Quarter 
Sessions for the county of Carlow from 1856 till 1859, and 
for the county of Mayo from 1859 till 1861. In 1863 he 
was elected M.P. for Clare in the Liberal interest, and he 
retained his seat until hisdeath. On the formation of Mr. 
Gladstone’s Government in 1868 Sir Colman O’Loghlen 
received the appointment of Judge Advocate-General, and 
was sworn a memter of the Privy Council, but he resigned 
in 1870 in consequence of an adjudication of bankruptcy 
having been made against him, though the adjudication 
was afterwards set aside by the Lords Justices of Appeal 
(Ex parte O’ Loghien, 19 W. R. 459, L. R. 6 Ch. 496). Sir 
C. O’Loghlen took an active part in the business of the 
House of Commons, and carried the Act which made 
Roman Catholics eligible to hold the office of Lord Chan- 
cellor of Ireland. The deceased was unmarried, and the 
baronetcy passes to his brother, now Sir Bryan O’Loghlen. 
The new baronet was born in 1828, and was called to the 
Irish bar in 1856. 


MR JOHN BATE CARDALE. 

Mr. John Bate Cardale, solicitor, died at his residence, 
Albury, near Guildford, on the 18th inst., after a short ill- 
ness. Mr. Cardale was the son of Mr. William Cardale, 
solicitor, and was born in 1803. He was admitted a soli- 
citor in 1824, and soon afterwards went into partnership 
with his father and with the late Mr. William Bramley, at 
2, Bedford-row. After his father’s death he became the 
head of the firm, and he was subsequently in partnership 
with Mr. Edward Cardale, Mr. John Iliffe, and Mr. James 
Ward Russell. He carried on a large and important busi- 
ness, his firm having been solicitors to the National Rever- 
sionary Interest Company, and the Equitable Fire Insur- 
ance Company, and also to the Trustees and Governing 
Body of Rugby School. Mr. Cardale retired from practice 
about fifteen years ago, and has since resided at his country 
house at Albury. 


MR. GEORGE HENRY COOK. 
Mr. George Henry Cook, solicitor, died at his residence, 
Warner Perrymead, near Bath, on the 15th inst., after a 
very short illness. The deceased was the youngest son of 
Mr. Robert Cook, of Bath. He was admitted a solicitor 
in 1859, and had since carried on business in Henrietta- 
street, Bath. He was a commissioner for oaths in the 
Supreme Court and a perpetual commissioner for Somerset- 
shire, and he had acted for several years as deputy- 
coroner for the city of Bath. He was also clerk and 
solicitor to the proprietors of the Somerset Coal Canal 
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the occasion of the recent terrible accident at Bath, he 
happened to be near the bridge at the time of its occur- 
rence, and he rendered active assistance in rescuing the 
sufferers and in extricating the bodies. His death resulted 
from congestion of the lungs. 





EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY FOR INJURIES 
TO THEIR SERVANTS. 


THE select committee appointed to inquire whether it may 
be expedient to render masters liable for injuries occasioned to 
their servants by the negligent acts of certificated managers 
of collieries, managers, foremen, and others to whom the 
general control and superintendence of workshops and works 
is committed, and whether the term “ common employment ” 
could be defined by legislative enactment more clearly ‘than 
it is by the law as it at present stands, have agreed to the 
following report :— 

1. The questions referred to your committee, though 
apparently two, are in reality but different modes of present- 
ing one and the same inquiry, and they can hardly be 
considered apart from the much larger question of the 
nature and extent of the liability of employers for injuries to 
their servants in the course of their employment. 

2. At present a master is not liable to any servant for any 
injnry which arises from the act or default of any fellow- 
servant, whether that fellow-servant be in a position of 
authority or not, and, in ‘ascertaining whether the person to 
whose act or default the injury is due is a fellow-servant, the 
widest possible construction is given to the term ‘‘ common 
employment.” 

3. That a man should be liable for injury occasioned by 
his own act, neglect, or permission is obviously just. That 
a man should be liable for injury occasioned by acts which 
he has neither done nor permitted, which have resulted 
from no neglect of his, or in disobedience to his order, or 
which he may have forbidden, is a result the justice of which 
it is not easy at once to recognize, and one which some eminent 
lawyers do not hesitate to describe as “ essentially unjust.” 
Such, however, is, and since the reign of Charles the Second 
appears to have been, the law of this country as to iujuries 
occasioned by servants in the course of their employment to 
persons not in the same employment. For such injuries the 
master employing the servant is liable, notwithstanding that 
the acts which occasioned them may not have been ordered or 
authorized, or may even have been forbidden. 

4. There is a strong concurrence of authority against the 
justice of this law, though there seems to be some difference 
of opinion as to its origin and historical development. Some 
regard itas having been established on considerations of 
policy, as distinguished from justice; others, as a mistaken 
application of the maxim “ gui faeit per alium facit per se.” 
A very slight examination of the principle involved in this 
maxim, which obviously relates to agency, will show that it 
is inapplicable to cases where the act causing the injury is 
done either without authority or in defiance of it. The 
probability is that the rule was an application of the 
maxim “zespondeat superior,” and this probability is 
increased by the consideration that none of the decisions 
which have explained and determined the law have ever ex- 
tended it beyond the limits to which that maxim would 
properly apply. The state of society in which the maxim 
respondeat superior obtained had passed away long before 
the English law was established, but there is a certain analogy, 
80 far as affects third parties, between the position of a 
master hiring servants and a master or paterfamilias employing 
his slaves or his children. In each case there is a single task 
or enterprize carried on by several persons, and it is not 
difficult to see how the master, the superior who puts the 
enterprize in motion, was held responsible to persons outside 
for any injury resulting from the enterprize, by whomsoever 
occasioned ; an analogy which may explain, if it does not 
justify, the law. 

5. But there is no record that the master ‘or superior was 
liable for injury occasioned to any person engaged in the 
enterprize. The slave or child under the Roman law had no 
choice and no rights, and the English courts have always 
considered that a servant, who is free to choose whether he 
will or will not take part in the enterprize or task, by the 
contract for service itself undertakes to run all risks neces- 
sarily incident to the employment, the principal and most 





obvious of which is the injury which the negligence of other . 
engaged in the same employment may occasion. 

6. For upwards of 150 years after a master was held liable 
for injuries occasioned to strangers, no attempt to extend the 
liability to cases of injury ocvasioned by fellow-workmen is re. 
corded, and. when at last such an attempt wasmade in the well. 
known case of Priestly v. Fowler, which was decided in 1887, the 
court at once refused to extend the principle to cases to which 
it was not applicable, and that on the broad ground that 9 
man is free to take the employment or not, but that if he. 
chooses to do so he takes it with all attendant risks. The. 
decision in the case of Priestly v. Fowler, if not the whole of 
the reasoning on which it is based, has been generally 
approved and followed by the courts in this country and in, 
the United States. 

7. This judgment has, however, been the subject of much. 
adverse criticism, It is contended that whether the law 
throwing on the master the responsibility for injuries occa- 
sioned to strangers be just or unjust, the exception in regard: 
to injuries occasioned by fellow-workmen is simply an ex. 
ception to an established rule, and it is regarded as an excep. 
tion specially directed against and injurious to those who- 
from their position are most in want of the protection of the 
rule. But your committee consider that this view is not. 
well founded ; and they have the high authority of the late 
Lord Chief Baron Pollock for saying that the court, in. 
Priestly v. Fowler, laid down no new law. He says, “1 
believe it was the law; I thoroughly understood it to be so. 
before attention was called to it.’”’ The true principle of 
law is that no man is responsible except for his own acts 
and defaults, and the rule relied upon is itself not a rule,. 
but an exception, which the courts have explained and con- 
fined within proper limits. 

8. It is, however, to be observed that a series of decisions. 
by the Scotch judges denied that the decisions of the 
English courts were consonant with the law of Scotland. In 
this condition of the authorities, an appeal was presented to- 
the House of Lords in 1856, in the course of which the law 
lords affirmed that the law was identical for England ané 
Scotland, 

9. There can be no doubt that the effect of abolishing 
the defence of ‘‘ common employment”’ (us has been actually 
proposed in a Bill submitted to the House) would effect a 
serious disturbance in the industrial arrangements of the 
country. Sooner or later the position of master and work- 
man would find its level by a readjustment of the rate of” 
wages, but in the meantime great alarm would be occasioned, 
and the investment of capital in industrial undertakings 
would be discouraged. Your committee cannot express their 
opinion on the question of the public policy involved in the 
existing law better than by adopting the language of the 
distinguished American judge who decided the case of 
Farwell v. The Boston and Worcester Railway Corporation : 
“‘ When several persons are employed in the conduct of one 
eommon enterprize or undertaking, and the safety of 
each depends much upon the care and skill with which 
each other shall perform his appropriate duty, each 
is an observer of the conduct of the other, can give 
notice of any misconduct, incapacity, or neglect of 
duty, and leave the service if the common employer 
not take such precautions and employ such agents as the 
safety of the whole party may require. By these means 
the safety of each will be much more effectually secured 
than could be done by a resort to the common employer for 
an indemnity in the case of loss of life by the negligence of 
each other.” 

10. Your committee, therefore, are of opinion that no 
case is made out for any alteration in the law relating to the 
liability of employers to their workmen for injury int 
course of their employment, except in the matters to which 
they now proceed to refer. se 

11. A master is not altogether free from liability to his. 
servant for injuries resulting in the course of his employ- 
ment, If it can be shown that the master has omitted to 
provide the servant with proper materials and resources 
the work (such us engines or scaffolding), or has 
negligent in the choice of the persons to whom he intrusté 
the supply of such materials or the arrangement of 
work, or has been guilty of want of care in the selection 
proper servants, the master is liable, even to his own 
servant, for any injury resulting from such omission OF 
negligence. But, to establish this liability, it must ve 


brought home to the master personally. The develo re 
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bodies, such as corporations and public companies, to 
~ A it is not —_ to bring home such personal default ; 
and there are other cases in which masters leave the whole 

uct of their business to agents and managers, them- 
selves taking no personal part whatever either in the supply 
of materials or in the choice of subordinate servants. 

12. Your committee are of opinion that in cases such as 
these, that is, where the actual employers cannot personally 
discharge the duties of masters, or where they deliberately 
abdicate their functions, and delegate them to agents, the 
acts or defaults of the agents who thus discharge the duties 
and fulfil the functions of masters, should be considered as 
the personal acts or defaults of the principals and employers, 
and should impose the same liability on such principals 
and employers as they would have been subject to had they 
been acting personally in the conduct of their business, 
notwithstanding that such agents are technically in the 
employment of the principals. The fact of such a delega- 
tion of authority would have to be established in each case, 
but this would not be a matter of difficulty. 

13. Your committee are further of opinion that the 
doctrine of common employment has been carried too far, 
when workmen employed by a contractor and workmen 
employed by a person or company who has employed such 
contractor are considered as being in the same common 
employment. Such cases do not come within the limits of 
the policy on which the law has been justified in paragraph 
9 of this report. 





Appotuturents, Ete. 


Mr. Henry CHANNING, solicitor, has been elected an 
Assessor for revising the Municip] Register of the Boro ugh 
of Taunton. 

Mr. Rozert Tuomas Leyson, solicitor, of Swansea and 
Neath, has been appointed a Perretual Commissioner for 
Glamorganshire for taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds 
by Married Women, 

Mr. Joun Ritey RicNALt, solicitor, of Enfield, has been 
appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme 
Court of Judicature in England, 

Mr. Ernest Rosstrer, solicitor, has been elected an 
Assessor for Revising the:Municipal Register of the Borough 
of Taunton. 

Mr. Jonn Witt1aAm Rovsg, solicitor, of Ipswich, has been 
appointed Clerk to the Magistrates of that Borough in 
Mr. Rouse 
was admitted a solicitor in 1855, and is in partnership with 
Mr. Charles Richards Steward, who is registrar of the 
Archdeaconry of Suffolk. 

Mr. Wynpuam Siapk, barrister, who has been appointed 
a Police Magistrate at Greenwich and Woolwich Police- 
courts, in succession to Mr. James Henry Patteson, resigned, 
is the son of General Sir John Slade, Bart., and a half. 
brother of the late Sir Frederick William Slade, Q.C. He 
was educated at Rugby, and at Balliol College, Oxford, and 
was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Michaelmas 
Term, 1850, He has practised on the Western Circuit and 
Wiltshire Sessions, and has been for several years a revising 
barrister and one of the prosecuting counsel to the Fost- 
oflice, Mr. Slade has been three times engaged ss a com- 
Missioner to inquire into corrupt practices at elections, 
namely, at Wakefield in 1859, at Yarmouth in 1866, and at 

ton in 1875, and he was appointed recorder of Penzance 
& few months ago. 

Mr. Win11am Starter, solicitor and notary (of the firm of 
Slater, Heelis, & Co.), of Manchester, has been appointed 
Solicitor to the new Governing Body of the Manchester 
Grammar School. 

Mr. Atrrep Henry Say Stonnovse Vicor, barrister, 
has been appointed Recorder of the Borough of Penzance, in 
the place of Mr. Wyndham Slade, who has been appointed 
% police magistrate for the metropolis. Mr. Vigor is the 
son of the Rev. Henry Stonehouse Vigor, and is a graduate 
of St. John’s College, Cambridge. He was called to the 

at Lincoln’s-inn in Michaelmas Term, 1860, and prac- 
on the Western Circuit, and at the Somersetshire, Bath, 
and Bristol Sessions. 


Mr, Tromas Woopcock, barrister, has been appointed 
Queen’s Advocate for the Gold Coast Uolony, in succession 


to Sir David Patrick Chalmers, who has been appointed 
Chief Justice of the colony. Mr. Woodcock was ed to 
the bar at the Inner Temple in Easter Term, 1860. 





—— 





Courts. 


WRECK COMMISSIONER'S COURT.* 


(Before H. C. Rotusry, Esq.. Wreck Commissioner ; and: 
Admiral Powerit, Colonel YounenusBanp, R.A., and 
Captain Joxzs, Assessors.) 

April 9, 10, 11, 16, 17, 24, 26, 27, 28, 30; July 21.— The 

Great Queensland. 

This was an inquiry, held under section 32 of the 
Merchant Shipping Act of 1876, into the circumstances. 
attending the supposed loss of the sailing ship Great Queens. 
land on a voyage from London to Melborne. 

C. Bowen and Noel Paterson appeared for the Board of 
Trade. 

Butt, Q.C., and Clarkson, for the owners of the ship. 

Israel Davis applied for leave, which was given, to appear 
for the administrator of one of the passengers. 

The ComMMISsIoNER said the case might involve questions 
of the composition of explosives which formed part of the 
cargo, and he was theretore prepared, if the parties wished 
it, to add a third assessor who was skilled in such matters, 
to the two nautical assessors who ordinarily formed part of 
the court. 

This being assented to, Colonel Younghusband, R.A., 
took his seat as an assessor. 

The secretary to the Patent Gunpowder Company, whose 
goods formed part of the cargo, applied to be heard by 
counsel. 

The CommissIoNER assented to the application, as he 
thought it a very desirable course. 

Winch and Baldock Stone then appeared for the Patent 
Gunpowder Company. 

R. T. Reid, for the Patent Safety Guncotton Company, 
applied for leave to appear in order that it might be made 
clear that the material manufactured by his clients was 
not the same as that shipped in the The Great Queensland. 

The ComMIssIoNER, the other parties to the inquiry not 
objecting, allowed the appearance. 

At the conclusion of the evidence, 

Bowen (at the request of the other parties, and in order 
that they might know to what points the Board of Trade 
wished to call the attention of the court) summed up the 
case, with the consent of the commissioner, before the 
counsel for the other parties were heard. 

Winch and Butt, Q.C., then addressed the court for their 
respective clients, and, 

Davis and Reid not wishing to add anything, 

Bowen replied. 

July 21.—The Commissioner, in delivering judgment, 
discussed the four causes that had been suggested to ac- 
count for the loss of the ship, viz., (1) foundering in a gale, 
(2) sinking from collision, (3) burning, and (4) explosion ;. 
and, in conclusion, stated that the court were of opinion 
that the loss was probably caused by the explosion of the 
patent gunpowder, which Was shipped in a dangerous state, 
and liable to spontaneous explosion, but that the owners 
had also been guilty of breaches of the Thames Conser- 
vancy bye-laws under the Explosives Act. 

Davis, for the administrator of a passenger, applied for 
costs against the Patent Gunpowder Company. 

The Commissioner, however, stated that as the appear- 
ance might be of great use for the purpose of enabling the 
administrator to obtain materials for any future action, 
and he was under no necessity to appear, the application 
for costs must be refused. 

The Board of Trade did not ask for costs. 

No order was therefore made as to costs. 

The Solicitor for the Board of Trade. 

Solicitor for the owners, 7. Cooper. 

Solicitor for the Patent Gunpowder Company, PAilpotts. 

Solicitors for the Patent Safety Gun Cotton Company, 
Nash § Field. 

Solicitor for the administrator of a passenger, Z. Davis 








* Reported by Nort H. Paterson, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
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COUNTY COURTS. 
Braprorp. 
(Before Mr. W. T. S. Danze, Q.C., Judge.) 
June 29.—Firth v. The Bowling Iron Company (Limited). 
Remoteness of damage. 
In this case Mrs. Martha Firth, tenant of a farm at 
Hunsworth, sued the Bowling Iron Company (Limited) for 
the sum of £27 16s., the value of a cow which was alleged 


to have been killed through negligence on the part of the’ 


defendants with respect to a wire fence. 

Berry appeared for the plaintiff. 

West, for the defendants. 

The facts were briefly these:—A pit hill owned by the 
defendants adjoins the plaintiff's farm, and round this pit 
hill, as well as along a tramway, the defendant company 
had placed a fence composed of wire rope, which, having 
become worthless for pit purposes, was by them thought 
suitable for a fence. In consequence of its deteriorated 
condition when put up as a fence, the wire roping, when 
exposed to the atmosphere, soon grew rusty, the strands 
separated and fell to the ground, some of them finding their 
way, either through the violence of the wind or from other 
causes, on to the land of the plaintiff, where one of them was 
picked up by a cow while pasturing. This bit of rusty wire 
was taken, with grass, into the stomach, and from the 
stomach it found its way through the pericardium and 
caused death. It was stated by the counsel for the plaintiff 
that two heifers had been lost in 1867 from the same cause, 
and that she had sent letters to the defendants asking 
for compensation for them. No notice was taken of her 
letters. 

His Honour observed that the only question of fact 
about which there was any doubt was raised by Mr. West 
on behalf of the defendants. That was, whether the piece 
of wire found in the body of the cow was part of the de- 
cayed iron of the jefendants’ fencing which could have 
been taken into the stomach when the cow was grazing, or 
whether it was not a piece that the cow had bitten off the 
wire fence or picked up by choice, since it was stated at 
the hearing that animals were ford of picking up hard 
substances. As on that question he had to discharge the 
functions of a jury, he could not allow his judgment to be 
led astray by such an effort of ingenuity. He had no doubt 
that the cow picked up the piece of wire while grazing, 
and that death thereby resulted. The only question left, 
therefore, was as to the legal liability of the company 


“ander the circumstances. The liability of the defendants 


could not be rested to any extent upon the terms of the 
lease, for there was no privity of contract between plaintiff 
and defendants. It appeared that the only ground upon 
which the plaintiff's rigkt to be compensated by the de- 
fendants could be based was that they had used and en- 
joyed their property in such a manner as to Gamage her 
in the use and enjoyment of her property, and that by 
this misuse of their own property they had infringed 
the ruie sic utere tuo ut alienum non ladas. The 
defendants’ answer might be briefly said to be this 
—the elements are responsible, not we, for the rusting 
and separating of the strands of the wire rope; and 
the places upon which the pieces of wire would fall 
are generally decided by the laws of gravitation, though 
possibly the wind may in some cases have carried the 
pieces away from the direct line of the fence towards the 
land of the plaintiff, where cattle may have been grazing. 
The defendants might say that they were not answerable 
for the results of the law of gravitation, or for the action 
of the wind. But the nature of the material used by the 
defendants for the fence rendered it liable to decay from 
causes which they must have known would operate far 
beyond their control, and which would produce results 
they could not prevent, and such results had wrought 
damage to the plaintiff in the lawful use and en- 
joyment of her property. That damage did arise from 
the use of a wire fence was made known to the defendants, 
but they had continued, with such knowledge, to use and 
enjoy their property in the same manner as before, thus 
producing @ repetition of damage to plaintiff by similar 
means, It was within the power of the defendants to 
prevent the damage by adopting a different mode of 
fencing, but they insisted upon their right to continue 
‘that mode of fencing because, as it would seem, it was 





pecuniarily more beneficial to them. The obvious con. 
siderations of right and justice seemed to be.on the side 


‘| of the plaintiff, but the defendants contended that ‘they 


were entitled by law to contiaue, at their will and pleasure, 
to canse like damage to the plaintiff with impunity 
The only question left was whether the damage was too 
remote—the pieces of wire falling on plaintiff's land would 
not of themselves have been injarious ; the injury resulted 
from the cow picking them up while feeding. Upon that 
point he thought that the jadgment of Chief Baron Pollock 
in Greenland v. Chaplin, 5 Ex. 248, might be taken for 
guidance. Tried by that test, he did not think the damage 
in that case was too remote. It might be reasonably ex. 
pected to occur; it had actually occurred before. The 
defendants had had notice of its occurrence, and disre- 
garded the complaint then made. As they continued the 
same course of conduct, of course the same damage might 
be reasonably expected to occur again, and it had so o0- 
Carred, The case, therefore, appeared to be reduced to 
the simple question whether the defendants were at liberty 
to do what they liked with their own, without regard to 
the mischief they did their neighbour, He thought they 
were not, and if he was wrong his error might be corrected 
on appeal. Judgment would be entered for the plaintiff 
for £27 16s., and costs. 








xr 


Leqislattaw of the toceck. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


July 19.—Consorrparep Funp (£20,000,000). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


IncLOSURE. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Sr. Srepuen’s Green (Dustry). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Prer anp Harzour Orvens Conrremation (No. 2). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Merroporiran Commons Provisional ORDER. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Pustic Works Loans (IrELanp). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Compantres Acts AMENDMENT (No. 3). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


July 20.—Oren Spaces (Merropotis). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


July 23.—Royat Commission. 

The Royal assent was given by commission to the follows 
ing Bills :—Consolidated Fand (£20,000,000), Solicitors’ 
Examination, &c., Colonial Fortifications, Pablic Works 
Loans (Ireland), Companies Acts Amendment (No. 3), 
New Forest, Provisional Orders (Ireland) Confirmation 
(Artisans’ and Labourers’ Dwellings), Provisional Orders 
(Ireland) Confirmation (Ennis, &c.), Tramways Orders 
Confirmation (Barton, &c.), Local Government Provisional 
Orders (Bridlington, &.), Oyster and Mussel Fisheries 
Order Confirmation, Local Government Provisional Order 
(Sewage), Police and General Improvement (Scotland), 
Provisional Orders Confirmation (Glasgow), Provisi 
Orders (Ireland) Confirmation (Holywood, &.), Blementary 
Education Provisional Orders Confirmation (Felmingham, 
&o.), Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (Abingdon, &.), 
Local Government Board’s Provisional Orders Confirmation 
(Belper Union, &c.), Metropolis Improvement Provisional 
Orders Confirmation (Great Wild-street), St. Stephen's 
green (Dablin), London and South-Western Railway, 
(Various Powers), Banbury and Cheltenham Direct Reil- 
way, Great Western Railway, North Metropolitan Tram- 
ways (New Worke, &c.), Derry Central Railway, Fresh- 
water, Yarmouth, and Newport Railway (Abandonment), 
Dover Corporation (Sea Defences), London and South- 
Western and London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway 
Companies (Isle of Wight and Ryde Pier Railway), Wor 
eeater and Aberyatwith Junction Railway, Blackbuen 
Borough Gas, Water, and Extension, Kivog’s Lynn 
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West Surrey Water, Crystal Palace Company, Derby 
tion (Extension of Borough, &e. Ramsgate Local 
Board, Severn and Wye Railway and Canal, and Walton- 
on-the-Hill Rectory. 
Factors Acts AMENDMENT. 
The report of amendments in this Bill was received. 





Loca, GoverNMENT Boarp’s Provistonat ORDERS 
Conrrrmation (ATHERTON, &c.). 
The report of amendments in this Bill was received. 


Locat GovernMENT Boarp’s Provistonan Orpers Con- 
FIRMATION (Caistor Unton, &c.). 
The report of amendments in this Bill was received. 


Locat Government Boarp’s Provistonat OrpERs Con- 
FIRMATION (Hyp, &c.). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


July 24.—Facrors Acts AMENDMENT. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Locat GoveRNMENT Boarp’s ProvistonaL Orpers Con- 
FIRMATION (ATHERTON, &c.). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Loca GoveRNMENT Boarp’s Provistonat Orpers Con- 
FIRMATION (Caistor Union, &c.). 
This Bill was read a third time. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


July 19.—Supreme Court or Jupicature (IRELAND). 

The House went into committee on this Bill. 

On clause 51, an amendment was introduced, that when 
costs were refused by a judge it should be for “‘ special 
reasons’’ stated on the face of the order. 

In clause 51, page 34, line 19, after “divisional court,” 
Sir Corman O’LoGHLEN moved the following proviso :— 
“ And provided also that in all actions for libel where the 
jury shall give damages under 40s., the plaintiff shall not 
be entitld to more costs thean damages.”—The amendment 
was agreed to.—Cause 51, as amended, was ordered to stand 
part of the Biil also the following clauses up to 57 in- 
clusive. 

On clause 58, Mr. Serjeant SuzrLock moved to omit this 
and the three succeeding clauses in order to avoid the super- 
cession of judges, as in England, by gentlemen called official 
teferees.—The motion was agreed to, and clauses 58, 59, 60 
and 61 were then struck out of the Bill. 

Clauses up to 73 were agreed to after various amendments 
had been rejected. 


: VALUATION oF PRopERTY. 
This Bill was withdrawn. 


. Patents For INVENTIONS. 
This Bill was withdrawn. 


_ ... Pustic Hearty (Mzrroro.is). 
This Bill was withdrawn. 


" Sotway Satmon FisHERrzs. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


as Sant Caruertne’s Harpour, JERSEY. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


: Trtecrarus (Money). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


’ Burtpine Socrerms Act, 1874, AMENDMENT. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


July 20,—Supreme Cover or JuprcaTurs (IRELAND). 

The House again went into committee on this Bill. 

On clause 74 the following words were inserted—Line 33, 
after “ following,”’ “ All junior clerkships in the High Court 
of Justice shall be fillled up by open competition. The 
Lord Chancellor shall, with the concurrence of the Civil 

ice Commissioners, make regulations as to the 
Qualification of candidates and the subjects of examina- 
tion.”—Clanse 74, as amended, was then ordered to stand 
Part of the Bill. 

Clause 75 was omitted. 

Clauses 76 and 77 were agreed to. 

On clause 78, page 51, line 40, after “ circuit,” Mr. Law 

to insert ‘‘and at winter assizes,” which was 
“greed to.—Clauses 78 to 87 were agreed to. 





On the motion of the Arrorney-GeneRat for IRELAND 
two new clauses were added to the Bill—one providing 
that power shall be retained to the Court of Chancery of 
sitting, if necessary, with juries, and the other respecting 
the powers of commissioners to administer oaths. 


Locat GoveRNMENT Boarp’s ProvisionaL Orpsrs Con- 
FIRMATION (JomnT Boarps). 
This Bill was read a second time. : 


Sr. Caruertne’s Harsour, JERSEY. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


July 23.—County Orricers anp Courts (IRELAND). 
The House went into committee on this Bill. 
Clauses from 1 to 42 inclusive were agreed to. 


Prisons (IRELAND). 
This Bill was advanced a stage. 


Sr. Caruerine’s Harzour, JERSEY. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Pottce Expenses Act ConTINUANCE. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Saxe or Foop anp Drves. 
Mr. Isaac introduced a Bill to amend the Sale ef Food 
and Drugs Act, 1875. 


Sourn Arrica. 
The House went into committee on this Bill, but progress 
was reported. 


County Orricers anp Courts (IRELAND). 
The House went into committee on this Bill. 
Clauses 43 to 67 were agreed to. 


Sotway Firra FisHertes, 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Union oF BENEFICES. 
This Bill was withdrawn. . 
July 25.—PerrmisstveE Proursirory Liquor. 
This Bill was withdrawn. 


Sourn Arrica. 
The House went into committee on this Bill. 
Clauses 1 and 2 were agreed to. 








Zaw Students’ Sournal. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


INTERMEDIATE EXAMinaTion, 1878, 
Onder 23 § 24 Viet. c. 127, s. 9. 


The elementary works selected for the intermediate 
examination of persons under articles of clerkship for the 
year 1878 are— 

Chitty on Contracts, chapters 1, 2, and 3, with the excep- 
tion, in chapter 3, of section 1, relating to contracts respect- 
ing real property. 9th or 10th edition. 

Williams on the Principles of the Law of Real Property. 
10th or 11th edition. 

Haynes’ Outlines of Equity. 3rd or 4th edition. 

Mercantile Bookkeeping.—The examiners deal with this 
subject generally, and do not in their questions confine 
themselves to any particular system, 

Candidates are required to be examined within the six 
calendar months next succeeding the day on which they 
shall have completed half of the term of service. 

Candidates are required to give to the Incorporated Law 
Society one calendar month’s notice before such of the days 
appointed for examination as they may choose, within the 
limit above mentioned. Candidates are also required to 
leave their articles of clerkship and assignments (if any), 
duly stamped and registered, with the secretary of the 
society, twenty-one clear days before such examination day, 
together with answers to the questions as to due service and 
conduct up to that time. Prints of these questions are sent 
to each candidate in due course after notice of examination 
has been given. 

The examinations will be held in the hall of the society, 
Chancery-lane, London, on the following days in 1878, viz. : 
—Thursday, the 17th of January, Thursday, the llth of 
April, Thursday, the 20th of June, Thursday, the 7th of 
November. 
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Finat ExaMINaTION, 
Suljects of Examination in the Year 1878, 

1. Principles of law and procedure; in two papers, viz., 
(a) In matters as administered under the usual jurisdiction 
of the Chancery Division of the High Court of Justice ; 
(2) In matters as administered under the usual jurisdiction 
of the Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer 
Divisions of the High Court of Justice. 

2. Principles avd application of the law of real property 
and conveyancing. 

3. Bankruptcy and practice of the courts. 

4. Criminal law and proceedings before justices of the 
peace. 

i 5. _ law and practice of the Probate and Divorce 
ourt. 

The days appointed for the examinations in 1878 are:— 
Tuesday, the 15th, and Wednesday, the 16th January ; 
Tuesday, the 9th, and Wednesday, the 10th April; 
Tuesday, the 18th, and Wednesday, the 19th June; Tuesday, 
the 5th, and Wednesday, the 6th November. 

_ Candidates are required, by the general rales and regula- 
tions of the 2nd November, 1875, to give notice in writing, 
signed by themselves or their agents, six weeks at least 
before the first day of the month in which they propose to 
be examined. The notice must be sent to the Incorporated 
Law Society, Chancery-lane, London. 

Candidates are also required to leave their articles of clerk- 
ship and assignments (if any) with the secretary of the 
society, at least twenty-one days before the day on which 
they are desirous of being examined, together with answers 
to the questions as to due service. Prints of these questions 
are sent to each candidate in due course after notice of ex- 
amination has been given. 

Where articles of clerkship expire between 10th January 
and 15th April, candidates may be examined in January, 
1878 ; between 14th April and 22nd May, in April, 1878 ; 
between 21st May and 2nd November, in June, 1878; 
between Ist November, 1878, and 11th January, 1879, in 
November, 1878, or at any subsequent examination. 








Court Papers. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court 
Date. ae ao THE v,C. Matins. 
Monday, July 30 PembertonMr. Clowes Mr. King 
Tuesday ...... 31 Ward Koe Farrer 
Wednesday Aug. 1 Pemberton Clowes King 
Thursday .... 2 Ward Koe Farrer 
BEE ccvccs 8 Pemberton Koe King 
Saturday .... 4 Ward Clowes Farrer 


V.C. Bacon. V.C. Hat. Mr. Justice 


RY. 
Monday, July 30Mr. Latham Mr. Teesdale Mr. Milne 
Tuesda 1 Leach Holdship Merivale 
WednesdayAug. 1 Latham Teesdale Milne 
Thursday .... 2 Leach Holdship Merivale 
Friday ...... 3 Latham Teesdale Milne 
Saturday...... 4 Leach Holdship Merivale 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Jaly 27, 1877. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 


3 por Cent, Consols, 94% Annuitias, April, ’85, 93 

Ditto for Account, Aug. 2, 943 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug, 1908 

Do. 3 per Cent. Rednoed, 954 Ex Bills, 21000, 24 per Ct. 5 pm. 
New 4 per Cent., 95} Ditto, £500, Do, 5 pm. 

Do. Ht perCent., Jan, ’94 Ditto, 2100 & £200,5 pm, 

Do. 24 per Cont., Jan. '94 Bank of England Stock. — per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan.’73 Ct. (last half-year), 262 
Annuities, Jan,’#0 Ditte for Account. 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SKCURITIES. 
Ind Stk.,5 per Cent.,July.’40,105 ) Enf.Pr.54 perCnt., May,’7%, 9 
Dittofor Account,— Ditto <a 4 per Cents 


Ditto 4 per Ceat., Cet. "88, 104 hg 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do,Do,5 per Cent,, Aug, '73 
Ditto Enfi 


anced Ppr.,4 per Cent. 8 | Do, Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
$nd Enf,Pr,, 5 per C.,Jan.’72 © Ditto, ditto, under £1000 





RAILWAY STOCK, 





Railways. 
Stock |Bristol and Exeter 
Stock! Caledonian 
Stock/Glasgow and South-Western ........... 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ... 
Stock|Great Northern 
Stock! Do., A Stock* 
Stock|Great Southern and Western of Ireland ., 
Stock|Great Western—Original.,,.........0008 
Stock|Lancashire and Yorkshire .. 

Stock) London, Brighton, and South Co 

Stock) London, Chatham, and Dover., 

Stock) London and North-Western 

Stock|London and South Western.. 
Stock|Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 
Stock|Metropolitan 
hee WE TERE 
_—_ sae iasee eeceeeeee 
Stock North British 
Stock|North Eastern 
Stock) North London 
Stock|North Staffordshire ... 
Stock/South Devon 
Stock| South-Eastern 


















































*A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIKTHS. 

Hamitton—July 27, at 39, Preston-road, Brighton, the wife 
of Charles C. Hamilion, solicitor, of a son. 

Hottann—July 18, at Lansdowne-road, Wimbledon, 8S. W., the 
wife of E. Thurstan Holland, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

HuMPHREYS-OWEN—July 18, at Glansevern, Montgomery- 
shire, the wife of A. C. Humwphreys-Owen, barrister-at-law, 
of a daughter. 

Raz—July 25, at 11, Russell-road, Kensington, W., the wife 
of a: Fraser Rae, of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, of a son, 
stillborn. 





MARRIAGE. 
Wirson—Cortt—July 19, at St. Peter’s Church, Musselburgh, 
N.B., Francis Heathcote Wilson, barrister-at-law, to Annie 
C. G. Colt, of Inveresk House, Musselburgh. 


DEATH. 
BrooxEe—July 16, at Margate, William Brooke, solicitor, aged 
qe 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Turspay, July 24, 1877. 
Copeman, Richard Charles, and Charles Frederick Smith, Imperial 
chambers, Dale st, Liverpool, Solicitors. June 30 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Fripay, July 20, 1877, 
LIMITED In CHANCERY. 

Daily Express Newspaper Company, Limited.—Petition for winding 
up, presented July 17, directed to be heard before the M.R. on July 
28. Vining, Furnival’s inn, solicitor for the petitioner 

London Investment Association, Limited.—Petition tor winding 
presented July 18, d.rected to te heard before V.C. Bacon, July 
Mozley and Steavenson, Gracechurch st, solicitors for the petitioner 

Stockton Iron Furnace Company, Limited.—Petition for winding Up, 
presented July 19, directed to be heard before V.O. Bacon, July 2. 
Cree and Son, Gray’s inn square, solicitors for the petitioner 


County Pavatine oF LANCASTER, 
Grimshaw Bridge Paper Company, Limited.—Petition for winding Up, 
presented July i3, directed to be heard before the V.C. on July 30,. 
at 10.30, Ramwell and Co, Mancuester, solicitors for the petitioner 


STanNARiEs OF CORNWALL. 
Cathedral Tin and Copper Mining Compauy, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up, presented July 18, directed to be heard be/ore the Vice 
Warden, at the Law Institution, Chancery lane, on July 31, at Ile 
Affidavits intended to be read at the hearing, in opposition to the 
tition, must be filed at tue registrar’s office, Truro, on or before 

Saly 27, and notice thereof must at the same time be given to the 
titioners or their solicitor or his agent. D bell, Truro, agent for 
inser, Chancery lane, solicitor for the petitioners 

West Jewell Tin Mining Company, Limited.—Petition for winding UD» 
presented July 14, directed to bs hearé before the Vice-Warden, a6 
the Law Institution, Chancery lane, on Monday, July 30, at 
Affidavits intended to be read at the hearing, in opposition to the 
petition, must be filed at the registrar’s olfice, Truro, on or 
July 26, and notice thereof must at the same time be given to the 

titioner, or his soli Dobell, ‘Truro, agent for Beall, ; 
Victoria st, solicitor tor the petiti 
Toxspay, July 24, 1877, 
Limirep In Cuancery. 

Alton Coal, Coke, and Iron Company Ljmited,—Petition for winding 
up, ——- July 24, directed to be heard before the M.K, om 
4, Nokes, Queen Victoria st, solicitor for the petitioner 
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Maint Jy o Wieas ecdored that the shove compas? be wound wr. Barn, Anne Maria. pres pada Sept 1. Johneon ¢ 


ith and Co, New sq, Lircoln’s inn, solicitors for the peti r 
Canadian Land Reclaiming and Colonizing Company, Limited.—The 
MLR. bas fixed Aug 2, at 11, at his chambers, for the appointment of 
uidator 
Phen hen voy whe Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. Hall, 
dated July 13, it was ordered that the above company be wound up. 
Sharp and Ullithorne, Field court, Gray’s inv, agents for Green and 
Thompson, Liverpool, solicitors for the petitioner 
ammersmith Town Hall Company, Limited.—The M.R. has fixed Aug 
1, at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official liquida- 


tor ‘ 

Oakham Collieries Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented July 23, directed to be heard before the M.R. on Aug 4. 
Needham, New inn, solicitors for the petitioners 

Old Talargoch Lead Mining Company, Limited.—By an order made by 
V.C. Bacon, dated July 14, it was ordered that the vol 'y winding 
up of the above company be continued. Chester and Co, Staple inn, 
agents for Walker and Smith, Chester, solicitors for the petitioners 

Pennant Vale Slate Quarry and Copper Mine Company, Limited.— 
Petition for winding up, presented July 18, directed to be heard 
before the M.R. on Aug 4. Tyas and Huntington, King st, Cheap- 
side, solicitors for the petitioner 

Pennerley Mining Company, Limited.—By an order made by the M.R. 
dated July 14, it was ordered that the above company be wound up. 
Watson, King’s Arms yard, Moorgate st, solicitor for the petitioner 

Phosphate Sewage Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented July 21, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins on Aug 3. 
Holmes, Clement’s lane, Lombard st, solicitor for the petitioners 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Tuespar, July 24, 1877. 
Prince of Wales Friendly Society, Bell Inn, Lydbrook, Gloucester. July 





avington Friendly Benefit Society, Stevington, Bedford. July 17 


Creditors under Estates in Ohancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Tugspay, July 10, 1877. 
omas Williams, Carnarvon, Boot Maker. Aug 1. Rowlaads 
> V.c. Hall. J ones and 0, Carnarvon 
1), Anna, Talbot rd, Bayswater. ug 10. Tagore v Greaves 
be Hail. Hall, Southampton st. Holborn ‘ 
e, Jonathan, D ter, York, C: Brewer. July 24, Pear- 
son v Cooke, V.C. Bacon. Palmer, Doncaster 
Mourt, George Topley, Twickenham, Middlesex, Station Master. Aug 
2. Diggles v Court, V.C. Malins. Mander, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 





erd, George Atkinson, Aikrigg End, Westmoreland. Sept 3. 
Ceelierd v pe oy M.R. Harrison, Kendal 
Lyons, Sarah, Princess st, Mile End New Town. July 31. Lyons v 


‘arks, V.C. Hall, Chapman and Oo, Basinghall st 

Parry, Walter, Caroline terrace, King’s road, Fulham. July 31. Parry 
y Parry, V.C. Hall, Deane and Co, South sq, Gray’s ion 

Perry, George Henry, Tettenhall, Stafford, Gent. Sept 29. 
Morris, V.C. Malins. Corser and Fowler, Wolverhampton 

Potts, Wilson, Crowle, Lincoln, Draper, Aug 3. Potts v Brunyes, 
V.C. Bacon, Haigh, Selby 

Redhead, Mary, Middiesborough, York. July 30. Lambton v Dalton, 
M.R. Bolsover, Stockton-on-Tees 

Robinson, Rev Thomas James, Theydon Bois, Essex, Aug5. Robin- 
son v The Attorney General, V.C. Hall. Williams, Lombard st 

Scott, William, Ulverston, Lancashire, Tanner, Augi3. Heaton v 
Relph, V.C. Bacon. Kynaston and Gasquet, Queen st, Cheapside 

Thomas, David, Joint Counties Lunatic Asylum, Carmarthen. Aug 3, 
Davies v Thomas, V.C. Bacon. Thomas, Carmarthen 

White, Thomas, North Stoke, Oxford. Aug 15. White v Bracher, 
V.C, Hall, Barron, Lincoln’s inn ficlds 

Yates, Francis, West Hartlepool, Duriam, Master Mariner ; and Sarah 
Yates. Aug 3!. Smurthwaite v Scurr,M.R. Belt, West Hartlepool 


Frivay, July 13, 1877. 
Giffard, Walter Peter, Chillington, Stafford, Esq. Septl. Giffard v 
Giffard, V.C. Bacon. Heane, Newport 
Hutchings, Joseph, Hanslope, Buckingham, Gent. Sept !, Hutchings 
v Hutchings, M.R. Iliffe and Co, Bedford row 
Tunnicliff, George, and Sarat: Tunnicliff, Rugeley, Stafford. July 31. 
Tannicliff v Johnson, V.C. Malins. Palmer, Gracechurch st 


Tuespay, July 17, 1877. 


Bennett, John Fletcher, Piccadilly, Hat Manufacturer, Oct 1. Ben- 
nett v Bennett, V.C. Hall. Holmes, Threadneedle st 

Coliins, John, Stanley st, Pimlico, Builder. Sept 8 Stephens y 

Oct 1. Honey- 


Collins, V.C. Bacon. Michael, Great Winchester st 
eless, George, Piddletrenthide, Dorset, Yeoman. 
bun v Honeybun, V.C. Malins. Burnett, Dorchester 
= len, John, Derby, Oct 10. Marsden v Kent, V.C. Hall. Moody, 
— ury, Charles John Chetwynd, Har! of, Dover st, Piccadilly, 


Perry v 


tl. Praed vy Countess of Shrewsbury, V.C, Malins. Parkin, 
New sq, Lincoln’s inn 
Farpay, July 20, 1877, 
Apple- 


Jackson, V.O. Bacon. Appleyard, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 
lis, Miles, Furness Gra York, Farmer, Sept i. Tindvll 
V.0. Hall. | Watson, Preston “la * ' ee 
y, hard, Notttingham, Lace Manufacturer. Aug 31. Well 
Barwick, V.C. Malins, Hind, Nottingham "= ce 
Oe, Cherlotte Matilda, Clapham road. Aug 31. Greenwood v Owen, 


send Ernest Sylvanus, Rev, Crawley, Sussex. Sopt 30, 
v 


.C, page gM -ngant lane : 
nne Ohi ze creacen mpstead, Aug 3, 
uncer Late hen i Ey 2 Mare ite oF Ph. rear 
exander, Maude grove, Fulham roa cian, t 1. 
Williams y Pearson, V.C, Maling. Guuning, Soon” ~~ 


Hayllar, Charle 
Higgins, 


Lawson, V.C. Hall. Brumell, Morpeth 


Greenough, Joseph, Sutton, Lancaster, Gent, Aug 18. Woolf ¥ 
Pemberton, Registrar, Manchester District 
Lovelock, Edward, Highbury park South. Aug3l. Lovelock ¥ 


ig 
Lovelock, V.C. Malins, Philbrick, Basinghall st 
Morgan, Robert, Grove rd, St John’s Wood, Esq. Oct 1. Hodgson v 
Morgan. V.C. Malins. Dorman, Essex st, Strand 
Sept 1. Olver v Olver, 


Olver, Francis, Trewidland, Cornwall, Gent. 
Ramsay, Rachel, N orth Shield Durham 3 Dunean, 
sa el, No: bields, ir - Aug3l. Dixon y 
V.C. Hail. Duncan, North shields . 
Ravenglass and Eskdale Railway Company. Sept 1. In re Ra’ lass 
and Eskdale Railway Company, V.C. Malins. Allin, 8t Peter’s alley, 


Cornhill. 

Rhodes, Osmond, Leeds, Wine Merchant. Sept 29. Rhodesv Rhodes, 
MR Clarke, Leeds ‘ 

Robb, Peter, Marlborough road, St. John’s Wood, Doctor of Medicine, 
Augl. Banks v Comming, V.C. Malins. Chamberlain, Finsbury sq 

Williams, John, Altrincham, Chester, Builder. 
Cardwell, V.C. Malins, Eowden, Altrincham 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Tvurspay, July 10, 1877. 

Baxter, Catherine, North Shields, Northumberland, Sept 10, Lietch 
and Co, North Shields 

Bett, ee, Claxby Pluckacre, Lincoln, Farmer. Aug 3l. Falkner 
Lou 

Bremner, John Alexander, Prestwich, Lancashire, OilImporter. Sept 
15. Sale and Co, Manchester 

Carey, John, York, Builder. Sept 17. Crumbie, York 

Carr, Joseph Orgill, Barnsley, York, Gent. Aug 11. Newman and 
Sons, Barnsley 

Cobb, George, Kingston-upon-Hull, Manager of a Banking Company. 
Sept!. Thorney, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Cox, Joseph, Norton, Gloucester, Yeoman. S2pt 8. Helps, Gloucester 

Davies, Henrietta, The Wilderness, Gloucestershire. Sept8, Helps, 
Glouc-ster 

Day, William, Habrough, Lincoln, Retired Surgeon. Sept 1. Thorney, 
Kingston-upon-Hall 

De Stern, David, Queen’s gate, Hyde park. Sept1. Maples and Co, 
Frederick’s place 


Septl. Williams v 


Po hal - Cole, Skirbeck, Lincoln, Gent Sept 21. Sturton, 
‘olbea ‘ 
Dryden, William, Kingston -upon-Hull, Solicitor. Sept 1. Thorney, 


Kingston-upon-Hull 

Eustace, George, Albert place, Turnham green, Grocer. July 22. 
Finnis, Westminster chambers, Victoria st 

Evans, Harriei, Penn, Stafford. Flewker and Page, Wolverhampton 

Fricker, George, Folkestone, Kent, Carpenter. Aug 1. Buckland, 
Bishopsgate st within 

Gaisford, Joseph, Seend, Wilts, Gent. Aug 2. Rodway and Mann, 
Trowbridge 

Hammond, Henry Allen, Margate, Kent, Esq. Sept 1. Dowse, New 


ion 

Harris, Edmund Robert, Whintield, Lancashire, Esq. Oct 25. Howard 
and Harrison, Preston 

Hayter, Charles Alfred, Bellevue, Southampton, Corn Merchant. Aug 
1. Bailey and White, Winchester 


Higgin, Susan King, Quarry Bank, Liverpool. Sept 1. Bateson and 
Co, Liverpool 

Hill, Elizabeth Bolton, Wyke green, Isleworth, Aug 13. Mitton, 
Brentford 


Hopkinson, Mary, Albert st, Regent's park. Aug 24. Lewin and Co, 
Southampton st, Strand 
GI ter, Land Surveyor. Aug 18, 


Horwood, Charles, Redh q 
Perham, Wrington, Bristol 

Howard, Joseph, New Cross, Kent, Gent. Aug 10. Smith and Sons, 
Furniva!’s inn 

Morgan, Isaac, Willesden green, Willesden, Gent. Aug 9. Richards, 
Warwick st, Regent st 

Murton, William, Faversham, Kent, Grocer. Sept 1. Tassell and 
Son, Faversham 

Powell, Henry, Acock's green, Birmingham, Lamp Manufacturer. 
Aug 20. Joh and Co, Birmingh 

Randall, Johu Baron, Green lanes, Stoke Newington, Gent. Aug 20. 
Mills and Lockyer, Brunswick place, City rd 

Shortland, George, Sheffield, Cutlery Manufacturer. Sept7. Branson 
and Son, Sheftield 

Stubbs, Margaret, Westcliffe, Hants. Septl. Dowse, New inn 

Tilaesley, Samuel, Hanwell, Brick Maker. Aug 4. Tilley and Soames, 
Finsbury place soutn 

Wonnacott, Fanny, Oakley st, Chelsea. Aug 10, Champion and Co, 

ws Ch Ae} 


«er lane, p 
=e Edward, Hanley, Stafford, Butcher. Aug 6. Challinor, 
ey 











Fripay, July 13, 1877. 


Bull, Elizabeth, High st, Teddiogton. Aug 20. Wild and Co, Iron- 
monger lane, Cheapside 

Callow, Ann, Clifton Wood, Worcester, Aug 18. Knott, Worcester 

Cooper, John, Bognor, Sussex, Gent. July 28. Arnold, Chichester 

Freeman, Henry, Ipswich, Suffolk, Weighing Machine Manufacturer. 
Sept 1. Block, Ipswich 

Cosren, Themen, King's rd, Chelsea, Gent. Sept 29. Pamphilon, Joha 
st, Adelphi 

Green, Mary, Upper Rosoman st, Clerkenwell. Aug 4. Lindas, Cheap- 
Bi 


ag » William, Cragg, York, Gent. Sept 1. Foster and England, 

aitax 

Gregory, William, Leicester, Solicitor, Aug 30. Berridge and Morris 
Leicester 


Chichester, Geant, July 28. Arnold, Chichester 
; Esq. Sept}. Ormerod 


John, er Broughton, Lancashire, 





and Allen, Manchester 
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Jones, Thomas Ellis, North buildings, Finsbury, Silk Buyer. Aug 25. 
Harvey, St Benet’s place, Gracechurch st 

Leon, Lewis, Craven hill, Hyde park, Merchant. Aug3l. Spyer and 
Son, Winchester st, Old Broad st 

Parsons, William, Willow Brook grove, Old Kent rd, Gent. Aug 30. 
Robinson, Christchurch passage, Newgate st 

Price, Thomas, Roehampton st, Milbank, Gent. Sept 10. Yeilding, 
Great George st, Westminster 

Price William, Presteign, Radnor, Geat. Sept 1. Wakelin, Presteign 

Roberts, Edward, Mold, Fiint, Butcher. Aug 10. Roper, Mold 

Smith, Eliza, Bath. Sept15. Inman and Inman, Bath 

Symonds. Elizabeth, Tengethly, Hereford. Sept 1. Sy nonds, Hereford 

Timms, George, Stanborough, Hertford, Watercress Grower. Sept 1. 
Annesley, St Alban’s 

Tisdale, Thomas, Frankwell, Salop, Civil Engineer. Aug 21. Price, 
Shrewsbury 

Vane, Morgan, Chippenham park, Cambridge, Esq. Augl0. Parkin 
and Pagden, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Whalley, Robert, Biackburn, Lancashire, Gent. Aug 15. Wilkinson, 
Blackburn 


Tvursvay, July 17, 1877. 


Beckwith, Priscilla Maria, Silksworth House, Durham. 
Maddison, jun, Durham 

Bowbank, William, Hammerbeck, Darham,Farmer. Sept 17.-Maddi- 
son, jun, Durham 

Bradley, William Tenney, Chichester, Dentist. July 28, Arnold, 
Chichester 

Bush, Lonisa Maria, Belgrave rd, Eccleston sq. Sept 11. 
Co, Bedford row 

Caddick, Anne, Clayhanger, Stafford. Sept 10. Barnesand Russell, 
Lichfield 

Cooper, Henry, Fleggborough, Norfolk, Farmer. Aug 20. Copland, 
Sheerness 

Cottrill, John Pigeon, Whittington, Worcester, Farmer. Sept 29. 
Thompson and Taylor, Worcester 

Eden, Fanny, Prince of Wales terrace, Kensington. Aug1l5. Words- 
worth and Co, Threadneedle st 

Elmenhorst, O'to Donner, Lime st, Merchant. Aug 25. Mount, 

» Gracechurch st 

Fenn, Joh», Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Esq. Aug 9. 
Yarmeuth 

Grundy, Dennis, Longsight, Lancashire, Calico Manufacturer. Aug 

Boote and Edgar, Manchester 

Hardie, William, Eccleston, Lancashire, Engineer. Aug 31. Riley 
and Slater, St Helen’s 

= Rees, Lianelly, Carmarther, Merchant. Aug 31. Home, 

lanelly 

Hellawell, John, Huddersfield, York, Innkeeper. Oct 19. 
Huddersfield 

Hepper, Joseph Henry, Leeds, York, Auctioneer, Oct 12, North and 

ns, Leeds 

Higgins, Thomas Williams, L!anbadarnlawr, Radnor, Gent. Aug 31. 
Vargban, jun, Radnor 

Jobson, Ebenezer Septimus, Hartlepool, Durham, Merchant. Aug 30. 


Belk, Hartlepoo! 
Kelshaw, James, Birkdale, Lancashire, Gent. Sept 1. Threlfall, 
Novl. Chilcott, Truro 


Southport 

Pearce, Mary Ann, Truro, Cornwall. 

Powell, Harriett, Bewdiey, Worcester. Sep: 1. Marcy, Bewdley 

Robertson, Wiliam, Great Cumberiand place, Hyde park, Doctor of 
Civil Law. Augl5. Slee and Co, Parish st, Southwark 

Stoate, William, Allerford, Somerset, Barrister-at-Law. Aug 3l, 
May, Russell sq 

Syke, Edward, Roehampton st. Sept9. Baker and Co, Lincoln’s inn 

elds 

Turneil, William Henry, Wellingborough, Northampton, Draper. Oct 
1. Sbarman and Jackson, Wellingborough 

Wallis, Edwin Hamilton, Sheffield, Gent. Sept 29. Fretson and Son, 
Sheffield 

Warner, John, Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. Oct 1. Hallowes and 
Co, Bediord row 

Wilkinson, George, Brereton-cum-Smethwick, Cheshire, 
Officer. Sept 22. Bygott, Middlewicn 


Bankrupts. 
Frinay, July 20, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1862. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 


Booth, Arthur Jeremiah, Three Colt st, Limehouse, Shipping Butcher. 
Pet July 18. Keene, Jaly 3lat 12.30 

Dixon, George, Eiward Gardner, Jchn Maddox, and Thomas Hughes, 
Hare st, Bethnal green, Fringe Manufacturers. Pot Jily 14. 
Brougham. July 31 at 11 


Sept 17. 


Sharpe and 


Diver, Great 


Bottomley, 


Relieving 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Ayers, Joseph, Eynsham, Oxford, Batchcr. Pet July 17. Bishop, 
Oxford, Aug 4 at ti 

Lister, Aifred, Normanton, York, Shopkeeper. Pet July 16. Mason. 
Wakefield, Aug i at 11 

Fajian, John Murphy, Birkenhead, Licensed Victualler. Pet July 17. 

ayne. Birkenhead, July 31 at i1 

Roberts, Anthony, Tunstail, Stafford, Brickmaker. Pet July 14. 
Tennant. Haley, Aag 3 at lt 

Vowles; William, Bitton, Gloucester, Miller, Pet July 16. Harley. 
Bristol, Aug 3 at 2 

Wakeficid, Thomas, Pallion, Durham, Gent, Pet July 16. Ellis, 
Sunderland, Aug 8 at 12 


Toxspay, Jaly 24, 1877, 
Under the Bankruptey Act, 1869, 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Clapham, Thomas, Penton place, Kenuington, Victualler. Pet May 22. 
Pepys. Aug 8 at 11 





To Surrender in the Country. ‘ 

Affieck, Henry, Gun’s Mills, Gloucester, Paper Manufacturer, Pet 
July 21. Wilton. Gloucester, Aug ll at 12 

Arnall, Thomas T ,and Thomas Arnall, Redrath, Cornwall, Wits 
Workers. Pet July 21. Cnilcots. Truro, Ang 4 at ll 

Hilton, Edward, Ashton-under-Lyne, Coal Merchant. Pet Taly 20, 
Hal). Ashton-under-Lyne, Aug 8 at 11 

James, David, Treherbert, Pontypridd, Grocer. PetJuly 19. Spickett, 
Pontypridd, Aug 7 att 

Pritchard, George, Chester, out of business. Pet July 19. William. 

danacnees Welign "Uratuninins Qhisiaiy trick 
anderman, Julian Frederick, Slongh, Buc no occupation, 
July 7. Darvill. Windsor, Aug 4 at 12 - - s 

Scott, James Douglass, Tynemouth, Tea Dealer, Pet July 21. Mortis 
mer. Newcastle, Aug's at 2 

Sedgwick, Leonard, Sedbergh, York, Butchar. Pet July 21, Thomp- 
son. Kendal, Aug 11 at 10 

Taylor, Pobert Nathaniel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Tin Plate Merchant, 
Pet July 19. Mortimer. Newcastle, Aug 8 at LI 

Thomas, John Stroud, Falmouth, Cornwall, Carpenter. Pet July 18, 
Chilcott. Truro, Aug 4 at 12; 

Wallace, Mary Ann, Swansea. Pet July 19, Jones. Swansea, 
Aug 8 at 2 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, July 20, 1877. 


Lane, Alfred, Swanscombe, Kent. Market Gardener. July 12 
Scarborough, Stephen, Halifax, Worsted Spinner. July 18 


Tuespay, July 24, 1877, 


Hatt, John Blunsum, Cambridge, Printseller. July 3 

Phillips, Joseph John, Auciand hill, Lower Norwood. June 26 
Riddell, C , Guernsey, no occupation. July 21 
Robson, Albert, Hunstanton, Norfolk, Wine Merchan:. Jaly 18 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Faipay, July 20, 1877. 


Adamson, Thomas, Darlington, Draper. July 31 at 3 at offices of 
Wilkes, Albion chambers, Northeatv, Darlingtoo 
Atherley, Reuben, Birmingham, Bottle Jack Maker. . July 28 at 10,15 
at offices of East, Kldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Backhouse, Thomas, Goole, York, Plamber. Aug 1 at 1 at the Crog 
Keys Hotel, Market place, Hull. Oalton 

Barber, Joshua, Le+k, Stafford, Shoemaker, Aug 3 at 11 at offices of 
Tennant, Cheapside, Han'ey 

Barns, Thomas, Cardiff, Builder, Aug 7 at 3 at o‘fices of Tribe and 
Co, Cardiff. Merrils, Cardiff 

Baskerville, Francis, Biistol, Nurseryman, July 31 at 12 at offices of 
Benson and Thomas, Broad st, Bristol 

Beresford, William, Birmingham, Brush Maker, Aug 1 at 10,15 at 
at offices of E ist, Eidon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Berry. James Heary, Leeds, Grocer. Aug 1 at 3 at offices of Brooke, 
Bond st, Lecds 

Bowler, William, Sutton-in-Ashfield, Nottinghan, Grocer. Aug] at 
12 at 2, Old Mcor Hall chambers, Friar lane, Nottingaam. Steven- 
sou, Nottingham 

Broom, William, jun, Compton mews, Compton st, Wheelwright. Aug 
9 at 2 at offices of Brighten and Parker, Bishopsgate st without 

Brown, Andrew, Swansea, Tailor. July 31 at 3 at the Saracen’s Head 
Hotel, Bristol. Cox, Swansea 

Brown, James, Neweastie-under-Lyme, Draper. July 28 at 11 at 
offices of Grithith, Lad lane, Newcastie-under-Lyme 

Brown, Joseph, and Joseph Greet, New Normanton, Derby, Trimming 
Manufacturers, Aug 8 at 2 at offices of Clark and Huish, Wardwick, 


Derby 

Carter, William Henry, Keighley, York, Plumber. Aug 3 at It at 
offices of Wright and Wat:rworth, Devonshire buildings, Keighley 

Cator, John Bertie, Patrington, York, Captain in R.N. July 31 at3 
at offices of Mends and Penny, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hu'l 

Charlton, William, Old Shildon, Durham, General Draper, Aug 3 at3 
at 8, York st, Manchester. Saleand Co, Manchester 

Clark, Frederick William, Albany st, Regent’s park, Licensed 
Victua'ller, Aug 7 at 2 at offices of Lay:on and Co, Budge row, 
Cannon st 

Clarke, Wiiliam Shirley, Stroud, Gloucester, Fishmonger. Aug 2 atl? 
at offices of Smith, Bedford st, Stroud 

Oolbur, William Henry, Wavertree, Liverpool, Schoolmaster. Ang It 
at 11 at offices of Stephenson, India buildings, Fenwick st, Liverpool 

Cook, John, Horbury, York, Merchant. July 24 at 4 at the George 
Hotel, Huddersfieid, in lieu of the time origina'ly named 

Cooke, Louisa, Fulham rd, West Brompton, Fancy Draper. Aug 9 ab 
2 ut offices of Jonas, Bruton st, Bond st 

Hayward, Jhomas, Cambridge st, Hackney rd, Boot Maufacturer. 

ra ad at 2 at offices of Thwaites, Basinghall st. Fulcher, Hortoa 

rd, Hackney 

Coop, John, Ashton-ander-Lyne, Lancashire, Mill Manager. Aug 9 at 
2 at offices of Kershaw, Town Hall chambers, Ashton-under-Lyne 

Coulthurst, William, Hyde, Cheshire, Bookseller, Aug 8 at 11 at the 
Norfolk Arms Hotel, Hyde 

Crompton, Joseph, Stockport, Leather Dealer. Arg 8 at 3 at offices 
of Reddish and Lake, Bridge st, Stockport 

Crowther, John, Piccadilly, York, Jronfounder. Aug 3 at 11 at officesof 
Crumbie. Stonegate, York 

Davey, James Walter, Sunthland gardens, Maida vale, Paper Manufac- 
turer, Aug 8 at ik at the Bude Hotel, High st, Exeter. 
Birchin lane 

Dobson, Alfred, Mile End rd, Licensed Victualler. Aug 8 at 2 at offices 
ot Oordweli and Pasman, Serjeants’ inn, Chanesry lane 

Dollwood, William Henry, Whitechaps] Hight st, Woollen Draper. July 
80 at 3 at offices of Walker, King’s Arms Poco Moorgate st 

Drew, William, Norwich, Upholscerer. July 30 at 11 at offices of 
Clabburn, London st, Norwich 

Duek, Charles Compton, Bath, Bookseller. 
Dawes and Sons, Angel court, Throgmorton st. and Bash 

Dummere, Stephen, Oxford st, Wine Merchant, Aug 7 at Yat offices ot j 
Cooper and Co, King’s Arms yard, Goldberg, West st, Fiasbary q 


Aug 2 at 2a6 offices of 
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, John Catcheside, John Henry Elliott, and Robert Thomas 





Elliott, Leeds, Watch Makers. Aug 2 at2 at offices of Dalton, 


Albion st, Leeds 
Samuel James, New st, Covent garden, Licensed Victualler. 
July 30 at 2 at offices of Macmullen, St Martin’s court, Leicester sq 
Fieldiv, Samuel, Biackburn, Cattle Spice Manufacturer. Aug 2 ay 3 
at the Peel’s Arms Hotel, Whailey rd, Accringtoa 
Foster. George, Swansea, Boot Manufacturer. Aug 3 at 3.30 at offices 
of Milne and Co, Albion chambers, Bristol. Thomas, Swansea 
Gleave, John, Lower Ince, ‘Lancashire, Provision Dealer. Aug 4at 11 
at offices of Stuart, King et, Wizan 
Gordon, Joseph William, Southampton, Theatrical Manager. Aug 8 at 
9 at offices of Sharp and Co, French st, Southampton 
Gribble, Nicholas Trythal!, Penzance, Cornwal), Iunkeeper. Aug 3 at 
11 at offices of Borlase and Co, Clarence st, Penzince 
Hannington, Henry Crowther, Philpot lene, Restaurant Proprietor. 
Aug 10 at 3 at oifices of Pannell, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st. 
Curtis, King st, Cheapside ‘ 
Hardman, James, Widnes, Lancashire, Contractor. Aug 7 at 2 at offices 
of Nordon and Mason, Victoria buildings, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Hargreaves, Robert William, Padiham, Lancashire, Harness Maker. 
Aug 3 at ll at the White Boll Hotel, Church st, Blackburn. 
Eastham, Clitheroe 
Hawksley, Richard, Nottingham, Fishmonger. Aug 7 at 3 at offices of 
Lees, jun, Middle pavement, Nottingham 
Hay, John, Woolwich, Watchmaker. Aug 2 at 1 at offices of Whale, 
Furnivai’s inn, Holborn 
Heydon, Joseph, Foleshill, Warwick, Engineer. Auz 2 at 12 at offices 
of Neale, Hay lene, Coventry 
Horton, Thomas, Kirmingham, Brass Caster. Aug 3 at 3 at offices of 
Baler and Bickley, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Isaac, John Vickery, Exeter, Draper. Aug 2 at 11 at offices of Cam- 
pion, Bedford circus, Exeter 
James, Charles Burnand, Ludgate hill, Picture Dealer. Aug7 at2 at 
offices of Harcourtard MacArthur, Moorgate st 
Jay. Walter Thomas, St George, Gloucester, Painter. Jaly 27 at ll at 
offices of Essery, Guidhall, Broad st, Bristol 
Kenyon, Jihn Kilshaw, Billingborough, Lincola, Surgeon. Ang 8 at 2 
at the Foriescue Arms Hotel, Billingborough. Maples, Spalding 
Klein, Charles, Moss-side, Manchester, Merchant. Aug 3 at 3 at offices 
of Stringer, Aytoun st, Manchester 
Lengfieic, Henry, Birmingham, Tailor. Aug | at 3 at offices of Jaques, 
Cherry st, Birmingham 
Maclaren, Alexander, Southport, Lancasbire, Glazier. Aug 2 at 3 at 
offices of Gibson and Bollaud, Suath John st, Liverpool. Barker, 
Southport 
Marks, Michae! David, Birmingham, Jewellers’ Factor. July 31 at 11 
Sat ott ces of Horgscn, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Metcalfe, Eliz», Goole, York, Hairdresser. Aug 9 at 3 at offices of 
England and Son, East parade, Goole 
Morgan, James Ramsey, Griffithstown, Mon, Provision Merchant. Aug 
7at 11 at offices of I'ribe and Co, High st, Newpurt. Watkins, 
Pontypool 
Mosedale, Thomas, Dukinfield, Cheshire, Ironmonger. Aug 9 at 3 at 
offices of Coates, Old st, Ashto'i-under-uyne 
Onions, James, Wolverhampt:n, Grocer. Aug 4 at 11 at offices of 
Ww, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Oughtred, kdwin, Darlington, Fruiterer, Aug 8 at IL at offices of 
Barron, High row, Darlington 
Owen, Thoma~, Caldecote, Rutland, Dealer in Provisions. Aug 2 at 12 
at offices of Raw i: gs and Son, Market Harborough 
Parkinson, George, Preston, Provision Dealer. Aug 1 at 11 at offices 
of Thompson, Lune st, Preston 
Pearce, Joseph Widgery, Swan-ea, Tobacconist. Aug 2 at 3 at offices 
of Woodward, Wind st, Swansea 
Perry, James, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Coach Builder. July 31 at 12 at 
offices of Garbutt, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-T yne 
Pike, Sidney, ‘'rowbridge, Carpenter. Aug 4 at 11.30 at offices of 
Grey, Market House, Trowbridge 
Portar, John, Little Hampton, Worcester, Baker, Aug 1 atll at 
offices of Byrch and Cox, High st, Evesham 
Puckey, James, East Stonehouse, Butcher. Aug 7 at 11 at offices of 
of Square, George st, Plymouth 
Pozey, Frederick, Horfie\d, Gloucester, Contractor, Aug 2 at 12 at 
offices of Beckingham, Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristol 
Ramskill, David, Casticford, York, Carter. July 31 at 3 at offices of 
Kaberry, Casile.oid 
Rees, George Morris Michael, Bristol, Boot Minufacturer. Aug 2 at 
8 at offices of Beckingham, Aibion cuambers, Broad st, Bristol 
Robinson, Alfred, Newton, Cheshire, Builder, Aug 2 at 11 at offices 
of Hibbert, Clarendon place, Hyde 
Rowberry, William Henry, Moss side, nr Monchester, Commercial 
Traveller, Avg 2 at 8 at offices of Stringer, Aytoun st, Manchester 
der, George, Bournemouth, Tailor. Aug 7 at 12 at ottices of Rob- 
800, Fitzroy lodge, Bournemouth 
Sanders, Welter, Lower Broughton, Manchester, Plasterer. Aug 2 at 
8 at the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester. Peacock aod 
Gracie, Manchester 
Sewards, Thomas, Barkby, Leicester, Licensed Victualler, Aug 3 at 
12 at offices of Hunter, Halford st, Leicester 
Simmons, Aifred Willism, Clifton, Bristol, Grocer. Aug 2 at 12 at 
Mg Tricks and Co, City chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol. Wans- 
Singleton, Charles, Huddersfield, Rugmaker. Aug 2 at 3 at offices of 
royd and Co, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 
Smart, Alfred John, Longion, Stafford, Beerseller. July 31 at 10 at 
Offices of Bishop, Bank chambers, Hanley 
Surman, John Thomas, Lower Clapton, Grocer, Aug 8 at 2 at offices 
of Broad and Co, Queen st, Cheapside, Jones, ‘Temple chambers, 
Falcon ee Fleet ~ ties i tt 
tte. Hud id, Drysalter. Aug 2 at 11 at offices of 
Learoydand Co, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 04 
ll, Thomas, Bedminster, Bristol, Beerhouse Keeper. July 81 at 
1) at offices of Atchley, Clare st, Bristol 
» William, Foleshill, Warwick, Grocer. Aug 7 at 11 at offices 


of Hughes and Masser, Little park st, Coventry 
York, Coal — Aug 6 at 2.30 at offives 
8, 


Walker, Joseph, B 
ea Wes emnbh Batioy, 





Webster, Frederick, Nottingham, Agent. Aug 3 at 12 at offices ¢ 
Brittle, St Peter’s chambers, St Peter’s gate, Nottingham 

Weight, Will am, Walworth rd, Newington, Glass Merchant. Aug 3 at 
2 at offices of Tiliey avd Soames, Finsbury place south ! 

White, James, sen, Cinderford, Gloucester, Publican. Aug 9 at 3 at 
the Fleece Hotel, Cinderford, Parker, Newnham 

Wilkinson, William, Bradford, llairdresser, Aug 2 at 4 at offices ef 
Atkinsoa, Tyrrell st, Bradford 

Wilson, Jobu Joseph, Midd!esborough, Baker. July 31 at 12 at the: 
Station Hotel, York. Drawbridge and Rowatree, Scarsoro' 

Wood, Mary Ann, Southport, Lancashire, Biot Desier, Augs at 12 
at offices of Walton and Smi h, Borough buildiogs, Southport 

Woodroof, Thomas, Wheeler st, Spitalfields, Cabinet Maker, Aug 2 at 
1 at offices of Rosher, Martin’s lane 

Tuespay. July 24, 1877. 

Ainsworth, William Frederick, Bolton, Truss Maker. July 27 at 3 at 
offices of Rutter, Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Bainton, Henry, Waxefield, Stoue Mason, Aug 4 az 11 at offices of 
Kemp, Sarstow sq, Wakefield 

Bardsley, ;James, Chester, Baker. Aug 11 at 2 at offices of Ellis, 
Eastgate st, Chester 

Barling, Phiip, Douds, Kent, Esq. Aug 6 at 3 at the Dolphia Hotel, 
Faversham. Parker, B:dford rd 

Beamish, William Thomas, Woo!wich, Cornchandler. Aug I at 3,30 
at offices of Chapman ana Co, Sindy hill rd, Plumstead 

Birdsey, Frederick, Upper Kennington lane, Journeyman Batcher. 
Aug 2 at 3 at the London Joint Stock Bank chambers, West Smith- 
field, Hubbard 

Bloor, Thomas, Stoke-uvon-Trent, Grocer. Aug 4 at 1l at.offices of 
Tennant, Cueapside, Hanley 

Blandell, William, Beckenham, Kent, Fishmonger. Aug 6 at 12 at. 
ottices of Gregory, Bush lene, Cannon st 

Broadhead, Edward Augustin, Middlesborough, Watchmaker. July 
31 at Jat offices of Gibson, Commercial buildings, Middlesborough. 
Teale, Middle-borough 

Burrows, William, Cardiif, Shipowner, Aug 4 at 3 at the Cambrian. 
Hotel, Swansva. Jones, Cardiff 

Byiers, William, Loftus-'n-Cleveland, York, Con‘ectioner. July 31 at 
2 at offices of Bates, Z-tland rd, Middlesborough 

Carlisie, Robert John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Builder. Aug Sat 1 at 
offices of Radford, Coliingwood st, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 

Chamberlain, John Thomas, Lingdale, York, Grocer. Aug Gat li at 
offices of Hunton and Bolsover, High st, Stocktoa-on-Tees 

Chambers, Robert, Geole, York,. Fruit Merchant. Aug 3 at 1 at the 
Sydaey Hotel, Goole. sunmers, Hull 

Chase, Nicholas Thomas, and Reginald Hodson, Marylebone rd, Coal 
Merchants. Aug 7‘at 3 at offices of Nicoll, Great Portiand st 

Child, William, Birmingham, Tailor. Aug 8 at 3 at offices of Buller 
and Bickley, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Compton, Elizabeth, Chiltern All Saints, Wilts, Farmer. Aug 18 at 
12 atthe Town Hall, Warminster, Chapman and Pontivg, War- 
minster 

Cox, Henry Fabian, Portsea, Hants, Coal Merchant. Aug 3 at3 at 
ottices of King, North st. Port+ea 

Crowther, Thomas Booth, Bradford, Leather Merchant. Aug6 at ilat 
offices ot Berry and Robinson, Charie+ st, Bradford 

Cumming, John, jun, Newton Abcot, Devon, Carpenter. Aug 2 at 
3,30 at the White Hart Hotel, Vid fown st, Plymouth, Friend 

Darn ey, John, Leeds, Boosumaker. Aug 4 a6 12 av-ollices of Hardwics, 
Infirmary st, Leeds 

Davies, John Rees, Porth, Glamorgan, Tailor. Aug7 at lat offices of 
Morgan, Mill st, Pon’ ypridt 

D’Avigdor, Abei Sergius Henry, Harley st, Cavendsh sq, Brewer. 
Aug 20 at 2 at the Incorporated Law Institution, Cnaneery lane.. 
Stephens, Redford row ‘ 

Dry, Richard, Redcar, York, out of business. Aug 7 at 2 at theQueen’s 
Hotel, Leeds. Best, Stockton-on-Tees 

Fane, George, Cheppiung Wycombe, Bucks, Chair Manufacturer, Aug 
17 at 2at 6, Chuceh sq, High Wycombe. Rawson, Great Marlow 

Fishburn, Richard, St Leoaard’s-on-S<a, Tailor. Aug 8 at 11 at the 
Bridge House Hotel, London bridge. Langham and Soa, Hastings 

Foot, Heury William, St Jobu’s nill, Salop, Painter. Aag 7? at 2 at 
ottices of Morris, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

Forster, Edward, Joseph Arthur beardmore, and James Falkner, 
Regent st, Wine Merchauts. Aug 8 at 2 at offices cf Webb, 
Crosby *q 

Frost, Daniel, Leicester, Auctioneer. Aug 17 at 3 at offices of Wright, 
Belvoir st, Leicester 

Frost, Georgs Miles, East Brent, Somerset, out of business, Aug 7 at 
12 at offices of Reed and Cook, King sq, Bridgewater 

Frost, Issac, Cutlompton, Devon, Printer. Aug7 atl at the Bude 
Ho.el, Exeter. Barrow, Cullompton 

Garstang, James, Ashton-on-Rivdle, Lancashire, Book-kzeper. Aug 7 
at 3 at offices of Spencer, Winckley sq, Preston 

Gentle, Jeseph Henry, Greevwich, Grocer, Aug 2 at 4 at offices of. 
Scard and Son, Gracechurch st 

Gifford, William, Peterborough, Saddler. Aug 7 at 12 at offices of 
Gaches, Outhedrat gateway, Petervorough 

Goodden, Harry Francis, Newport, Mon, Photographer. Aug 13 at 
12 at offices of Davies, High st, Newport. Batchelor, Newport 

Goodson, Alfred, Commercial ra, Peckham, Mantie Outter, Aug 2 at 
10 at ottices of Evans and Eagles, Join st, bedford row 

Gosliz, Henry. Tredworth, Gloucester, Coal Merenant. July 31 at 3 
at offices .f Haines, St John’s jane, Gloacester 

Greenwood, Thomas, Preston, Coal Dealer, Aug 7 at 11 at offices of 
Thompson, Lune st, Preston 

Gregory, Thomas, Redhill, Surrev, Outfitter. Ang 7 at 2 at offices of 
McLean and Co, Old Jewry. Wood, St Paul’s churchyard 

Grundy, Samuel, Harwood, Lancashire, Innkeeper. July 31 at3 at 
offices of Riebardson, Wood s:, Boiton 

Gwilt, Benjamin, Merthyr Tydfil, Grocer, Aug 6 at | at offices of 
Simons avd Piews, Church st, Merthyr EP ae 

Hall, John, Whittinghany and Glanton, Northumberland, Butcher. 
Aug Tat 1) at offices of Wedd, Britge st, Morpeth 

Hall, ‘fhomas, Mansfield, Nottingham, Confectioner. Aug 9 at 12 at 
offices of Lees, jun, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Hammond, ; Edwin, Gravesend, Surveyor. Aug 7 at 2 at offices of 
Denton and Co, Gray's inn sq 
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artley, Thomas, Constablee, Lancashire, Soap Manufacturer. 
Phillips, 


at 3.30 at the Mitre Hotel, Church gates, Manchester. 


Bacup 

Tately, Charies Jeffreys, Birmingham, Jewellers’ Chain Manu- 

factorer. Aug 8 at 1! as offices of Green, Ann st, Birmingham 

Hawkins, Charles Lewis, Cheltenham, Watchmaker. Aug 7 at 3 at 
offices of Stroud, Clarence parade, Cheltenham 

Heath, Thomas, Wigan, Fruiterer. Aug 6 at3 at offices of Wood, 
King st, Wigan 

Herriot, Arthur, Bulwell, Nottingham, Joiner, Aug 8 at 12 at offices 
of Fraser, Wheelergate, Nottingham 

Hesse, Leah, Alexandra Palace, Muswell hill, Music Seller. Aug 8 
at 10.30 at offices of Deacon and Johnson, Ladgate hill. Hicks, Grove 
rd, Victoria park 

Hird, Robert, Barnard Castle, Durham, Grocer. Aug 7 at 11 at offices 
of Eddy and Co, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Holliarake. Hartley, Vale Mill, Lancashire, Cotton Spinner. Aug9 at 
3 at offices of Watsons, Broad st, Bury 

Holyoake, Henry, Austrey, Warwick, Boot Maker. Aug 4 at 2 at 
offices of Shaw, Church st, Tamworth, Stafford. Hodgson, Birming- 
ham 

order, Robert, Bristol, Boot Dealer. Aug 7 at 2 at offices of Salmon 
and Hender-on, Broad st, Bristol 

Howlden, Ann Mari», York, Fancy Dealer. Aug 8 at 11 at offices of 
Teasdale, New st, York 

Jenkins, Jenkin, Neath, Glamorgan, Victualler. Aug6 at 2 at the 
Maokworth Arms, Neath. Stockwood, jun 

Kennedy, William, West India Dock rd, Limehouse, Grocer, Aug 3 at 
3 at offices of Barnett, Palmerston buildings, Old Broad st 

Kew, Charles William, Leeds, Leather Merchant. Aug 3 at 11 at 
offices of Rooke and Midgley, White Horse st, Boar lane, Leeds 

King, William, Goldsmith row, Hackney rd, Grocer. Aug | at 3at the 
Buek’s Head, Chiltern st, Bethnal green rd. Hicks, Grove rd, 
Victoria park 

Kirby, Alfred, Hythe, Hents, Journeyman Baker, Aug 9 at 12 at 
offices of Guy, Albion terrace, Sou' hampton 

Lambert, Robert, Low Lights, Northumberland, Boat Builder. Aug 
6 at 3 at offices of Duncan and Duncan, Market place, South Shields 

Laverick, John, and James Foster, Darlington, Builders. Aug 9 at 11 
at offices of Steavenson and Meek, Paratise terrace, Darlington 

Lewis, Thomas, and John Lewis, Wrexham, Denbigh, Grocers, Aug 
4at 12 at offices of Humphreys. Temple row, Wrexham 

MacDermid, John, Warner place, Hackney rd, Saw Mill Owner. 
8 at 4.30 at offices of Patterson, Bouverie st, Ficet st 

Maynard, Thomas, Hulme, Lancashire, Cooper, Aug 6 at 11 at offices 
of Whitehead, Brazennose st, Manchester 

McDonald, John, Penge, Surrey, Marchant, 
Mozley and Steavenson, Gracechurch st 

Moys, Edward, Ramsgate, Butcher, Aug 15 at 3 at offices of Dorman, 
Chapel place, Ramsgate 

Newnham, Allen, and Alexander Newnham, Sandown, Isle of Wight, 
Builders, Aug 7 at 3 at Warburton’s Hotel, Quay st, Newport. 
Wooldridge, Sindown 

Law, George Oates, and Daniel Wors'ey, Sheffield, Edge Tool Man ufac- 
turers. Aug 3 4t 3 at the Law sSociety’s Rooms, Aldine court, 
Shetfield. Clegg and Sons 


Aug 


Aug 7 at 3 at offices of 
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69, LUDGATE HILL, LONDON, E.C 
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July 28, 1817, 
Peacock, Joseph, Stockton-on-Tees, Grocer. Aug 3 at 1! at offices 
Best, Bt John’s rd, Stockton 4 ia ¢ 
7 at 1 at offices of Walker and Oo, Gresham build 
Bewley, Gravesend 
offices of Beddoas, Canon st, Aberdare 
Reece, John, Brynderwen, Mon, Farmer. Aug 13 at 12 at offices of 
Roberts, Evan, Swansea, Commission Agent. Aug 3 at 11 at olfices of 
Williams, Abbey terrace, Liandilo, Carmarthen 
Aug 8 at 
4 at 133, Holborn. Yorke, Marylebone rd 
Sedgwick, William, Hednesford, Stafford, Fishmonger. 
Sharp, Lumley Houldsworth, Donington, Lincoln, Butcher. Aug 9at 
12 at the White Hart Hotel, Spalding. Oualthrop, Spalding 
of Wooler, Exchange buildings, Batley 
Smith, Ralph, owden-le-Wear, Durham, Draper. Aug 3.30 at 3 at 
Strong, Charles, Wells terrace, Finsbury park, Mason. Aug? atl at 
offices of Goode, Youthampton buildings, Holborn 
7 at 11 at offices of Taylor, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Thomas, Charles Jones, Newport, Mon, Sewing Machine Agent. Aug 
Thomas, Jenkin, Garw Valley, Glamorgan, Grocer. Aug 4 at12 atthe 
W yndbam Arms Hotel, Bridgend, Glamorgan. Thomas, Pontypridd 
Hotel, Huddersfisld, Parker 
Thorp, William, South Belgrave st, Pimlico, no occupation. July 31 at 
Tacker, Tnoomas, Glendower place, South Kensington, Manufacturers’ 
Agent. Ang 7 at 3 at offices of Webster, Ely place, Holborn 
County Court Offices, Hastings. Butler, Rye 
Villani, Ferdiando, and Odoardo Villani, Praed st, Hatter. Aug 1 atl 
Ward, Henry, Preston, Dealer in Joiners’ Tools, 
of Forshaw, Cannon st, Preston 
Aug 8 at 3 at 
39, Southampton buildings, Holborn. Shutte, Southampton 
offices of Linton, Canon st, Aberdare 
West, Isaac, Bridge Shop, Mon, Grocer. Aug 6 at 11 at offices of 
Willson, William Udindalle, Wigan, Lancashire, Grocer, Aug 7 at 3 at 
offices of S:uart, King st, Wigan 
New Booth st, Bradford 
Wilson, John Joseph, Middlesborough, Baker. July 31 at the Queen 
Wright, John, Bo'ton, Lancashire, Tobacconist. Aug 2 at3 at offices 
of Dawson, Wood st, Bolton 
BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
Corporation of London, &c, 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS &¢ 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


Penman, George Thomas, Milton-next-Gravessnd, Kent, Grocer, Aug. 
ings, Basinghall st, 
Phillips, Philip, Aberdare, Glamorgan, out of business. Aug 4 at 12 at 
Gardner, Town Hall, Abergavenny 
Rogers, Richard, Seymour place, Bryanston sq, Boot Maker. 
offices of Stanley, Bridge st, Walsall Ang tone 
Sheard, Edwin, Batley, York, Oil Merchant. Aug 7 at 2.30 at offices 
the Chee Tans Hotel, New Elvet, Durham. Slader, Bishop Auckland 
Sutherland, Richard Oswald, Birchfield, Commercial Traveller, Aug 
4 at 12 at offices of Gibbs, Tredegar place, Newport, Mon 
Thompson, Robert, Barnsley, York, Draper, Aug 9 at 12 at the George 
3 at offices ot Lumley and Lumley, Conduit st, Regent st 
Tyrrell, Joseph, Battle, Sussex, Corn Dealer. July 26 at 2 at the 
at offices of Stollard, South Molton st, Oxford st 
Aug 7 at 3 at effices 
Warwick, C .roline Maria, Southampton, Fancy Dealer. 
Wellsted, Henry Allic, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Builder. Aug 4 at 1 at 
Simons and Plews, Church st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Wilman, John, Bradford, Grocer, Aug 8 at 11 at offices of Singleton, 
Hotel, Middiesborough, in lieu of the place originally named 
EDE AND SON 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 





RESULT OF BONUS INVESTIGATION, 3lst Dec., 1876. 





LEGAL & GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 





FLEET STREET, near TEMPLE BAR. 





The Profit is the largest yet divided by the Society. 


The Bonus gives an average addition of £84 per £1,000 assured. y : : 
The basis of valuation maintains, in their utmost force, the safeguards rendering the Society second to none in 


security to the Assured. Thus— 


1, The new “ Institute of Actuaries” Tables of Mortality were employed throughout. 


(These yield 


higher reserves against Policy-liabilities than any other in recognized use.) 
2. The fature rate of Interest obtainable was estimated at 3 per cent. only. 
3. The whole “Loading” was reserved for future Expenses and Profits. (See Government Schedule.) 


Nine-tenths of the Profits belong to the Assured. 





LEGAL & GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETYI. 





The Bonus Report, fully explaining the effect of the principles adopted, and the Valuation Schedule will be 


erwarded, 
March, 1877. 


E, A. NEWTON, Actuary and Manager. 
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ITISH EMPIRE MUTUAL IRECT CONTINE 
B > LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY, 2 Magy ba Gaeta ee ee 
32, New Bridg t, London. PANY’S STEAM SHIPS leave Irongate and St. Katharine’s Wharf, 
Established 1847 near the Tower, for 


Incorporated under Special Acts of Parliament. 
The Average Cash Bonus (Triennially) exceeds 23 per cent. on the 


Premiums paid. 
POLICIES IN FORCE £3,314,660. 
ACCUMULATED FUND, £655,665 6s. 8d. 
EDWIN BOWLEY, Secretary. 


CCIDENT INSURANCE OOMPANY 
A (Limited), 7, Bank-buildings, Lothbury, E.C. 
General Accidents. Personal Injuries. 
Railway Accidente, Death by Accidents. 
C. HARDING, Manager. 


YHE STANDARD LIFE ASSURANCE COM- 
PANY. 
EstTasitsHep 1825, 
ANNUAL REPORT, 1877. 

Amount proposed for assurance during the year 1876 

(1,948 proposals) .--.++ e.seee--seeceeeerereeseess £1,547,829 17 2 
Amount of aesurances accepted during the year 1876 

(1,580 policies)...se-ssseee-seees -==-seeecscerene 1,176,095 12 0 
Claims by death during the year 1876, exclusive of 

Ponus additions ..cerccccccccscscces-se-sccersovee 421,443 7 5 
Amount of assurances accepted during the last five 








MME cada gdctinedsSousevcedoverserssdcvedsocsces | G1GR 968 12 6 
Subsisting assurances at November 15, 1876 (of which 

£1,314,823 19s. is re-assured with other offices) .... 18,569,901 0 9 

Revenue, £770,000 per annum. Invested funds upwards of £5,000,000 
sterling.—By order of the Board of Directors, 

SPENCER C. THOMSON, Manager. 
H. JONES WILLIAMS, General Secretary for England. 

London, 82, King William-street, E.C. 

Copies of the Report, Tables of Rates, and all farther information 
can be obtained by application at the offices of the Company in Edin- 
burgh, London, and Dublin, or at any of the Agencies of the Com- 
pany. 

Colonial and Foreign Assurances.—Assurances granted on the lives 
of persons proceeding abroad. Branch offices and agencies in India 
and all the British Colonies, 

Edinburgh—3 and 5, George-street (Head O ice). 
London—82, King William-street, E.C., and 3, Pall-mall-east. 
Dublin—66, Upper Sackville~street. 
Manchester—110, King-street. 


EVERSIONARY AND LIFE INTERESTS in 
Landed or Funded Property or other Securities and ANNUITIES 
purchased, or Loans thereon granted, by the 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
10, LANCASTER-PLACE, WATERLOO-BRIDGE, STRAND, 
Established 1835, Paid-up Capital, £480,000. 

Ifrequired Interest on Loans may be capitalized. 


F, 8, CLAYTON, Joint 
OG, H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries. 


Feed REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, 








24, LINCOLN’S-INN-FIELDS, W.O. 





Cuatrman—Alfred H. Shadwell, Esq. 
Depoty-Cuainman—H,. Cecil Raikes, Esq., M.P. 

Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred 
Annuities granted in exchange for Reversionary and Contingent In- 
terests. 

Loans may also be obtained on the security of Reversions, 

Annuities, Immediate; Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endow- 
ments granted on favourable terms. 

Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and all further information, may 


be had at the office, 
C. B. CLABON, Secretary. 


HE AGRA BANK (LIMITED) 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON, 
Bnancuxs in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
re, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms eus- 

tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
does not fall below £100. 

Derosrrs received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :~ 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed 


Bits issued at the current exchange ofthe day on any ofthe Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 

SLs anv Puncuases effected in British and foreign securities, in 
am India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same under- 

Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realized 

E other description of banking business and money agency, 





very 
Bri tish and Indian, transacted, J. THOMSON, © 





HAMBURG.—Every Tuesday, Thursday, Saturday, and Sunday. 
July 29th and 3lst and August 2nd, at 2 p.m.; 4th, at 10a.m. Fares: 
Saloon, £2 5s,; fore cabin, £1 9s. Return tickets: Saloon, £3 8s. ; 
fore cabin; £2 4s. 

ANTWERP.—Every Tuesday, Thursday, and Saturday, at noon, 
Fares: Saloon, £1 48.; fore cabin, 16s. Return tickets: Saloow, 
£1 17s.; fore cabin, £1 4s, 6d. 

OSTEND.—Every Wednesday and Saturday. August Ist, at 4; 
4th, at 6y.m. Fares: Saloon, 18s,; fore cabin, 14s. Return tickets: 
Saloon, £1 7s. 6d.; fore cabin, £1 ks. 

BOULOGNE.—July 29th, at 2 a.m. ; 30th, at 3p.m.: 3ist and Aucust 
Ist, at4; 2nd, at 5; 3rd,at6a.m. Fares: Saloon, 12s.; fore cabin, 
8s. 6d. Return-tickets : Saloon, 18s. 6d.; fore cabin, 133. 

HAVRE.—Every Thursday. August 2nd, at 9 a.m. Fares: Saloon, 
13s,; fore cabin, 9s. Return tickets: Saloon. 20s. 6d.; fore cabin, 14s. 


BORDEAUX.—Wednesday, August 2nd, at 9a.m. Fares: Saloon, £3. 

Passengers must obtain their tickets at the Chief Oifice, 71, Lombard- 
street, on the day preceding. 

A steam tender conveys passengers, free of charze, to anifrom the 
ships when necessary. Stewards’ fees are inc!uded in the fares. 


For full particulars of through service, see bills, or apoly to the 
Company’s agents at the towns named; or to the Chief Offices, 71, 
Lombard-street, and 37, Regent-circus, Piccadilly. 

The Company undertake all shipping and delivery business in 
London in connection with goods to be loaded in or discharged from 
their vessels, and make through rates, including all charges between 
all ports to which the vessels trade.—For particulars apply to the 
SEcRETAFY. 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON ani 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 


No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 

direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 

ef his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special in- 

ertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued 

support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and thestrictest 

care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for advertise- 
ment and file of ‘* London Gazette” kept, By appointment. 


ASTE PAPER.—C. HERBERT, Wholesale and 

Retail Bookseller and Waste Paper Merchant, &c., 60, Goswell- 
road, London, E.C. Libraries parchased. C. Herbert, agent to the 
‘*Elgin New Paper Mills,” Chicago, desires to purchase Waste Paper, 
such as old ledgers, old account books, private documents (destroyed 
in the presence of the seller if desired), old briefs, quire stock, parlia- 
mentary reports, old books (with or without covers), newspapers, old 
magazines ; likewise old parchment, waste string, &c. Bags provided 
if not less than 5 cwt. Catalogue of Books on sale forwarded on re- 
ceipt of two stamps. 








Law Life Assurance.—Sale of Thirty £100 Shares. Valuable Invest- 
ments for members of the Legal Profession. 


Me. BUCKLAND, of Cannon-street, is instructed 
by the Execntors of the late Richard Hall Appleyard, Esq., 
to SELL, by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, on 
TUESDAY, 3ist JULY, 1877, at ONE for TWO o’clock, in Six Lots 
of five Sheres each, THIRTY £100 SHARES in the LAW LIFE 
ASSURANCE SOCIETY, on which £10 each have been paid. 
Particulars and conditions of sale may be had of 
Messrs. BLRCHAM & CO., Solicitors, 46, Parli t-street, S.W. ; 
at the Auction Mart; and of the Auctioneer, 66, Cannon-street, E.0. 








LEICESTERSHIRE. 

The Hill House Estate, Cold Newton, in the pirish of Lowesby, mid- 
way between Leicester and Oakham, and within two miles ofa 
proposed railway station on the line now constructing between New- 
ark, Melton, and Leicester, situate in the centre of the most 
favourite part of the county, in an elevated position, It comprises 
altogether about | 25 acres of rich graes-lands, inters persed with fine 
old timber, and is well watered by numerous :prings issuing from the 
hills. There isasmall modern hunting- box, containing five bed rooms, 
reception rooms, and domestic office; ana a capital set of stabling, 
affording accommodation for 23 horses, with rooms aud lofts over, 
two suites of rooms for stud-groom and farm bailiff, blacksmith's 
shop, and other outbuildings. The property is admirably well 
placed, and is most suitable to the further development into a supe- 
rior hunting establishment, to which the existing stabling, house, 
and outbuildings would form a valuable adjunct, and is situate in 
midst of the best hunts and most select society of the county. The 
property is in hand, and possession will be given on completion of 
purchase. 


'ESSRS. E. & H. LUMLEY have been favoured 
with instructions from the Right Hon. Lord Aberdour, who has 
purchased Loddington Hall and now no longer requires this pro pry. 
to SELL, by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, B.0.. on 
TUESDAY, JULY 31, at TWO o’clook precisely (untess previously dis- 
posed of), the HILL HOUSE ESTATE, Cold Newton, ‘ 
close to The Coplow, a compact freehold property of 125 acres in ex- 
tent, ail in fine grass, and essentally a huoting pied-a-terre. 
May te viewed, and particulars, with plans, had of 
‘esars, CURRIE, WILLIAMS, & WILLIAMS, Solicitors, 32, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields = 
at the Mart ; at Address and Inquiry Office, the “ Times "’ Office, E.0, ; 
and of LUMLEYS, Land Agents and Auctioneers, St. James's-street. 
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FARNHAM, SURREY. Valuable Freehold Ground-rents, amounting to £102 per annur 
In the Chancery Division of the High Conrt of Justics : Ward v. Ward. | Secured, upon twenty-six shops and dwelling-houses ai 

—The Willey Estate.—A’ valuable Residential Property, in the Rtation.—For Bale'be Gelor df the tak ‘walk from Yorkap 
parishes of Farnham, Surrey, and Bentley, Hants, on the high road : y ortgages. 
from Farnham to Alton, two miles from the town and railway sta- ESSRS. DEBE NHAM, TEWSON ’ & FAR) § 
tion of Farnham, comprising a very comfortable residence, kaown as aVil. will SELL, at the MART, on TUESDAY, AUGUST 14, at Pi 
Willey Piacs, delightfully situate, and containing ample accommoda~ | jn Ten Lots, well-secured FREEHOLD GROUND-RENTS of £16, “ 
tion for a gentleman’s establishment, with entrance lodge, stable, | g19, £12, £12, £12, £8, £6, £4, and £4per annum respective! . 
and coach house premises, gardeos and pleasure grounds, surrounded | ¢:o9m Nos. 126 and 150 to 185 (even numbers, inclusive), ews 08 
by well-timbered park-like lands ; also Ridgsway House, avery com- | Battersea; also Nos. l, 2, 3, 4,5, ahd 25, Aigis-grove, adjoining, 
fortable resi > % extens.ve views, and containing } properties are leased for terms having about 50 years to run at ¢ 
three reception rooms, ten bad rooms, and ample domestic offices, | above-named ground-rents, and on the expiration of the leasag 
with entrance lodge, stable, coach house, premises, large gardens, | purchasers will be entit/ed to the rack rentals, which are now estim 
and pleasure grounds; likewise three cottages, Glover’s Farm, | a about £630 per annum. 
Homestead, and numerous ioclosures of valuable hop grounds, Particulars and plan of : 
arable, grass, and wood land, the who'e containing about 182 acres, Messrs. HILL, FITZHUGH, WOOLLEY, & GRIFFITH : 
a forming a very werner orb pip Beng a cou eet tors, Brighton ; ? ’ » Soli 
This property is copyhold of the Manor of Farnham (fine certain), i ; 3 
and is nearly equal to freshold. Early possassion. and of tho Ancsensens, 00, Chonpeide, 


MM ROBERT COLLIER DRIVER (of the firm of HIGH HOLBORN. 

Messrs. DRIVER, of Whitehall) will SELL, by AUCTION, at Valuable Freehold Investment, an important block of Property, conte 
the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, London, on FRIDAY, AUGUST 3rd, at prising five houses (two with shops), occupying an area of ahou 
TWO o’clock precisely, with the approbation of Vice-Chancellor Sir 3,800 square feet, and let upon leases expiring in 1880 and 1884, ¢ 
James Bacon, the above valuable ESTATE. : rents amounting to £250 per annum, being considerably less thant 

Particulars of present actual value of the site alone. The property is situate, 
Messrs. MAYNELL & PEMBERTON, Solicitors, 20, Whitehall- few doors east of Great Turnstile, and abuts in the rear upon gh 


place ; F gardens of Lincoln’s-inn. " 
= duiaaine IRVING, & PYKE, Solicitors, 43, Lincoln’s-inn- MESS8S. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARM 
Messrs, KNIGHT & WARD, Solicitors, Farnham; will SELL, at the MART, on THURSDAY, AUGUST 
Messrs. POTTER & STEVENS, Solicitors, Farnham ; TWO, in One Lot, a valuabie FREEHOLD PROPERTY, comprigit 
Messrs. CLUI'TON, Land Agents, 9, Whitehall-place ; 289 and 290, High Holborn, and 1, 2, and 3, Dolphin-court, in the rag 
and of Messrs. DRIVER, Surveyors, Land Ageats, and Auctioneers, | The two front houses and shops are let on leases expiring Michael 
No, 4, Whitehal!, London. 1890, at £90 per annum each, and the premises in Do!phin-court 
Michaelmas, 1884, at £70 per annum, The existing buildings ated 
MAR YLEBONE adapted to the requirements of the situation, and as a site forg) 
ree a . : erection of moéern business premis‘s, the property will, upon ¢ 
In the Chancery Division of the High Court of Justics: Ward v. | termination of the leases, command an annual ground-rent far 
Ward.”—Valuable Freehold Properties, comp rising a Public-house, | excess of the present rentals. pi 

















known as the Duke of York, at the corner of Queen-street, let on Particulars of 5 
lease to Messrs. Hoare and Co. ; and several shopsand dwelling- Messrs. WEST, KING, ADAMS, & CO., Solicitors, 66, © 


houses, being Nos. 150, 152, and 15%, Edgware-roal, and Nos. 57 sireet; a 
and 58, Queen-street, adjoining, occupied by Messrs. E. and R. and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. y 
Garrould, prodacing about £265 per annum; also Freshold Ground- : 
pm — of —. Pe = 5 fgg on cr a Upper —— Valuable Old Policies in the Caledonian Assurance Company.  ” 
ree sson-grove, Ha = *, Union- ; - 
street, and Mitcham-street, producing about £135 per annum; and ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD r 
Reversionary Interest in Proverty situate in Hereford-strest, Union- | . SELIM, at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 1, at TW 
street, Harrow-strest, and Upper Lisson-street, let oa lease, at a | in Three Lots, by order of the Executors of the late T. Stephe is, Bag, 
—— SOATEANY, chad ins Sh ‘nt he an aaa 
,» effected June 23, , on the life of a eentieman ag 
R. ROBERT COLLIER DRIVER (of the firm of aged 85 years, at the annual premium of £10 4s. 104. A Poliegg 
Messrs. DRIVER, of Whitehall) will SELL, by AUCTION, atthe | Assurance with the Caledonian Company, effscted on Juna 23, 1848, 
MART, Tokenhouse-yard, on FRIDAY, AUGUST 3, at TWO o’clock | the life of a gentleman aged 75 years, at the annua! premium 
precisely, with the approbation of Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon, | £6 15s. 10d. A Policy of Assurance for the sum of £200, effected # 
the above valuable FREEHOLD PROPERTIES, in 11 Lots. the Caledonian Assurance Company on June 23, 1847, on the life 
Particulars of gentleman aged 83 years, at the annual premium of £9 6s. 61, 
Messrs. MEYNELL & PEMBERTON, Solicitors, 20, Whitehall- Particulars may be had at the Mart; and of Messrs. EDWIN 


place ; & BOUSFIELD, 24, Gresham-street, Bank, E.C. 
Messrs. PYKE, IRVING, & PYKE, Solicitors, 43, Lincoln’s-inn- - 
fields ; The Wimbledon and Mitcham Gas Company, Fully-paid Shares a 
Messrs. KNIGHT & WARD, Solicitors, Farnham ; Shares on call ; the Auction Mart Company, Fully-paid Shares ia 
— gpk. -- “3 preg ea on Freehold undertaking. a 
esers. CL’ D nd Agents, 9. nitehall-place ; 7 > : 
and of Messrs. DRIVER, Surveyors, Land Agents, and Auctioneers, 4, ESSRS. EDWIN F OX & BOUSFIELD i 
Whitehall, London. k SELL, at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 1, atl 
precisely, fifty-two £10 SHARESin the WIMBLEDON and MITOt#i 
Valuable Law Books, including the Professional Library of the lste jedi may! we = wened’ ot weld: ond pind cmythe rhe’ 
R. N. Thornton, Esq., Barristzr-at-Law, of the Middle Temple, the | ;, in, caine Company, £2 per share called andl Paid. Alse a 
Library of a Country Solicitor, &c. shares in the Auction Mart Company, an exceedingly valaable freehd 
MESSRS. HODGSON will SELL, by AUCTION, | ciguly remancrative in its present fora, with a gre@uuly sAvaail 
at their Rooms, 115, Chancery-lane, W.C. (Fleet-street end) a oe sre a * ‘ 
on THURSDAY, AUGUST '2, and following day, at ONE o'clock, the | income, which will greatly inorease as the incumD-anoes aro req 
valuable Law Library of the late B. N. Thornton, Esq.» Berlster-st- Parti beng of jonverson to other commercial DULpO eet 
Law, comprising fine sets of the Year Books, by Maynard—Statutes . > 
at Large—Modern Common Bench, Exchequer, and House of Lords at Pag >i patter saa antach pad oUarnie, St 
Cesse— The Useal Books cf Retarence ant etsctioe-— The Old | Or cet Ban 2 |. C. eases, mn Ue at, 
porters, in folio, &c. To which is added the library of a country . ge ne ; 
solicitor and that of a barrister, deceased, including the New Law asd New River Shares advertized for theabove day have * 
Reports, complete to 1874—The Law Joarnal, from poe pa SO privately. : 
another set from 1832 to 1877—Reports in Common Law an uity— Hl 
Runnington’s Statutes at Large to 32nd and 33rd Victoria, 46 vols. CHISELHURST, KENT. é 
Office Furniture, &c. Beautiful Freehol! Building Sites, just off the Common, with front 
To be viewed and catalogue had. to St. Paul’s Cray-common, near the charch, the Roman Cath 
Church, and rather over a mile from the station. 


To smal! Capitaliets.—For investment or occupation.—South Lambeth. ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD 
EORGE F. FLOWER will SELL, by AUCTION, | 4 SELL at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, AU iUST 1, at TI 
at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, on FRI DAY, AUGUST 8, 1877, | °’clock precisely, ia Three Lots, choice FREEHOLD BUILDING 8E 
at ONE o’clock, the desirable LEASEHOLD PROPERTY, 39, Rut- | extending over about 12 acres, torming the remainder of the M wor ® 
land-street, South Lambeth. Held for 81 years at a ground-rent of £5, | Estate, leading off Chiselnurst-commn, a little bsyond the church 
Particul:rs and conditions may be had of fronting St. Paal’s Oray-common, near Lord Sydney's estate. [t i 
8. G. ASHWIN, Esq., Solicitor, 4, Garden-court. Temple ; gentle undulstion, southern aspect, ani commands from nearly. 
at the Mart; and of tha Auctioneers, 17, Southampton-b uildi points views of great beauty. Onthe other portion of the prop 
Chancery-lans. ? are many private houses in the Queen Anne style, occapied by @ 
class Le gong) in ye perro of 4 ni. bit cod ef yh f 
7 around, the fac lity of accaes to the City an est-end, . 
ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S | reached in about 15 minutes, are a combination of pre-emineat ait 
LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, inclading | tions. , ie 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting Particulars may bs had of a 
_ Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and JOHN RAE, Esq, Solicitor, 9, Mincing-lane, E.0.; 3 
avestments generally, is published on the first day of each month, | at the Mart; and of Messrs. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD, © 
and may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, B.C., | Gresham- street, E.C. a 
py nah $0 TA | enya tey han four Gay previous mthe ood 
ved not our tothe ¢ } 
of the preceding month. 1“ (For Continuation of Sales see Back Page.) 
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